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decision, the Chair is informed, is according to 
the practice of the House. If the committee be 
not satisfied with it, the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky can tale an appeal, and let the decision be | 


reversed. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
the Chair had made that decision. 
to take an appeal. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania [Mr. Covope] moves to strike out the | 


residue of the appropriation. That is an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [{Mr. MeMvtuy,] and is in order. 

Mr. READE. 
noint of order. 
that I think if we have rules they ought to be 
observed. J ‘ ; 
suggest, that the point of order which I raised does 


not seeth to have been understood. The first point | 


was, that the gentleman now moves an amend- 
ment while anamendment is still pending, and he 


proposes to discuss his motion before the vote on | 


Now, I 


the pending amendment has been taken. 


submit that that is outof order. ‘The motion must | 


be first put to the committee and voted on. He 
has the right to oppose the amendment made on 


the other side, if he choose, and when that is | 


voted on he will have a right to move his amend- 
ment. 


Mr. COVODE. 


of the gentleman from Virginia, and then I will 
claim the floor on my own motion. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Then, I suppose it is in 


order for me to make a few remarks, in opposi- | 


tion to the amendment of my friend from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. MceMotun.} 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. FLORENCE. TI am opposed altogether 
to his reasoning. It seems to me that the gentle- 
man should have talked about the propriety of 
letting out the work by contract before we took 
the initiative about building this work. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Sol did. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, perhaps so. I have 
no doubt of it. 
the Government resorting to contract work ofan 


character; and | think that the experience of the | 
Government will justify this House, or any other | 
body, in refusing to direct the Government to con- | 


tract for any supplies. [am for open purchases. 
Iam for building vessels of war in the navy- 
yards, and all other vessels used by the Govern- 


ment. It has been the experience of the Goverii- | 


ment that, in the purchase or building of vessels 
of war, revenue cutters, or any other vessels for 
the purposes or uses of the Government, the 
Government has been always cheated. 
perhaps, a rather harsh and severe word; but 


that 1s the experience which Government has || 


reached in these matters. 


These works, forthe introduction of water into | 
t of Columbia, are being constructed | 


the Dis* 
with a view to their perpetuity. They will re- 
quire, perhaps, little or no repairs. They will 


not need the supervision of Government officers, | 


as suggested by the gentleman from Virginia; 
and hence there will be very little expense at- 
tending them. Further than that, sir, it is said— 
Ido not for a moment suppose that honorable 
gentlemen heyeare influenced by outside pressure, 
or by any applications made to them by persons 


who desire to be interested in the construction of 
this work; but it is said—and I suppose with | 


some truth too—that a great deal of the opposi- 


tion manifested, and a great deal of the prejudice | 
excited against the proper construction of these | 
works, has been produced by parties outside of | 


this House. 
A Memser. By whom? 
Mr. FLORENCE. Ido not know who they 
are. 
Mr. SAPP. The influence is all one way. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Itis said, and ee said, 


that prejudice has been excited against this ap- 


I did not know that | 
I do not care 


It was myself who made the | 
[ care nothing about it, unless | 


With due deference to the Chair, [ | 


1 will yield the floor for the | 
purpose of having a vote taken on the amendment | 


I have always been opposed to || 


That is, | 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 16, 1856. 


Mr. FLAGLER. 


3 
} What sort of influence? 


|| Who says so? 


|} Mr. FLORENCE. By the influence of con- 
tractors, who have falsified the character of the 
| work—of contractors who have instituted a con- 
trast between this and similar works for the in- 
troduction of water. They have endeavored to 
impress upon the minds of members, that these 
works are not being properly or strongly con- 
structed. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
they not right in that? 
|| Mr. FLORENCE. No, in my judgment, they 
were not right; and I believe—indeed | know— 
that an examination of these works, so far as 
their construction has progressed, will negative 


And were 


any base insinuations going to prove that the 
works are not fully adequate to the purposes for 
which they are being constructed. I have the 
favorable judgment and opinion of experienced 
engineers, who are not interested, and who have 
examined similar works. I am first, last, and 
always, for the introduction of water into the 
District of Columbia. 

The question was taken on Mr. MceMuttin’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I move to amend, in order 
to be rectus in curia, by adding $5,000 to the pro- 
posed appropriation. I have listened very atten- 
tively to the suggestions that have fallen from 
members on different sides of the House in regard 
to this appropriation, and I am not satisfied that 
this House would be justified, under the circum- 
stances, in voting against this proposition. The 
gentleman—my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Me- 
| Mvtuw]—who suggested an amendment anterior 

to this, takes ground notagainst the propriety of 
this work, but against the mode of construction. 
He thinks that, instead of having this work pro- 
gress under the control and authority of the Gov- 
ernment, it would be better to have it put up to 
the lowest bidder, and done by contract. Now, 
I agree with my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
FLoRENCE,}| that if, in the judgment of Coneress, 
this work is necessary, it is better to have it con- 
structed under the supervision of the Government 
than to have it put up and done by contract. 
Gentlemen, it appears to me, are under a misap- 

orehension in regard to this whole question. 

Vhy, is it not manifest that, under the Constitu- 

tion of the United States, the Congress of the 
United States have the exclusive jurisdiction over 
the ten miles square? If it be necessary for the 
comfort and convenience of the Government and 
of the officers stationed here, that this city should 
be supplied with water, are we to take into con- 
sideration the amount of the expense? 

If it be necessary—if it is decided to be indis- 

ensably necessary, then this House should not 

heaitate a moment to make the appropriations 
necessary tosupply the city with water. 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Georgia, {[Mr. Crawrorp,] provided that 
the corporations of Washington and George- 
town should pay for a portion of the work. Sir, 

| what have we to do with them? Is it proposed 
that this Federal Government should become con- 
nected in aes with the cities embraced 


any attacks that have been made upon them, and | 
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power is vesied in Congress to impose such taxes 
as they may think proper upon the holders of 
property within the city limits. 


But l am surprised that there should be grave 
objections raised upon the partof any eontleman 
who considers the construction of the work im- 
vortant, upor the ground that the citizens of the 
Wlstvievars notcalled upon to contribute a portion 
of theexpense. Why,sir, isa great Government 
like this, extending over thirtv-odd States, from 
Maine to California, desiring that those engaged 
in the transaction of the public business should 
be made as comfortable as possible, to be eon- 
trolled for a moment in carrying out a great mea- 
sure for the accomplishment of that object by the 
consideration that the private property-holders of 
the District are to derive a benefit from the work, 
while we incur no inconvenience from it ? 

Suppose a man owned a spring from which his 
neighbors derived benefit, and suppose he were 


.to undertake to tax them for the benefit they de- 


| ports that 


rived, would he not be considered‘as wanting in 
all the attributes which characterize rood citizens 
and neighbors? I say, then, that, if this work is 
deemed to be necessary, it is proper that we 
should at once make the appropriation required 
to complete it. 

Mr. SAPP. Tam opposed to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Srewart.] 
In the first place, 1 am not hostile to supplying the 
public buildings and the public grounds, and the 
citizens of the cities of Washington and George- 
town with areasonable quantity of water; but, Mr. 
Chairman, the amount of water which it is pro- 
posed tointroduce, and the expense which it is pro- 
posed to incur, is, to my mind, monstrous—it is 
enormous. Inthe first place, [ would call the atten- 
tion of the committee to a report made by Colonel 
Hughes, who is vouched for by Captain Meigs, 
I believe, and others, as a competent engineer, 
and well qualified to perform the important duty 
devolved upon him. In making a survey, he re- 

i can brine water from Rock ereek 
sufficient to supply the citizens of Washington 
and Georgetown, with a population of two hun- 
dred thousand inhabitants, and the public build- 


}ings and grounds, for the sum of $500,000. 
| Here, too,1s aproposition made by Messrs. Lem- 
| mon & Co., during the last session of Congress, 
| in which they agree to bring the requisite quan- 


tity of water to supply the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown, with a population of two 
hundred thousand, and the public buildings and 
grounds, for the sum of $1,000,000, and insure it 
for five years. Now, here is the consideration 
which governs and controls me: this thing of 


| going to an expense of $4,000,000 or 5,000,000 


for the purpose of bringing water here, when it 
can be done for one fifth of that sum, is, as it 
seems to me, entirely unnecessary and nnreason- 
able. I say that this expenditure of the people’s 
money by this or any other Congress is not 
authorized. It is to be remembered that the 


| present population of the cities of Washington 


|| within the limits of this District? 1 doubt very 


| much the correctness of that policy. Why, sir, 
| if it is decided that the work shall go on, and it is 


of the citizens of Washington and Georgetown 
should be taxed to defray a portion of the ex- 
penses, there is a power in this Congress to tax 
| the property of the citizens of the District for 
that purpose. But to make the voluntary pay- 
ment of a portion of the necessary amount for 


to the completion of the work itself, would, if 
the judgment of the House is that the work is 
aaa certainly be an improper course of 
policy. I repeat, sir, that, if the House considers 
the work necessary, and if it considers it to be 


propriation, and against this work, by that sort || equitable and right that the property-holders of 


of infiuence. 
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li the city should be taxed for that purpose, the 


deemed necessary and proper that the property | 


| the completion of the work,a condition precedent || 


and Georgetown is only about one hundred 
thousand. : 

Again, sir, what security have you that the 
amount of money which you propose to appro- 
wriate will be properly applied for this purpose? 
t has been remarked that Captain Meigs was 
well qualified for the discharge of the important 


| duties which devolved upon him in connection 


| with these works. 


Now, let me tell you what 


| Captain Meigs himself says in his report: 


*T ought, perhaps, to apologize for the length to which 
this report has extended. My studies, until this duty was 
assigned me, had been turned in a diflerent direction, I 


| could point to no great work whose construction by myself 
| would give me the right to speak with authority on sucha 


| 
J 


subject, and I have felt obliged to give in detail the facts 
and the reasons from which I have tormed my opinions.’? 
Here is an acknowledgment upon the part of 
the man employed to take charge of this work, 
that he has had no experience in works of this 
kind. And you a to place this enormous 
sum of money in his hands without security from 
him as to its proper application. 1 do not mean 
to cast any imputation upon the honesty of 
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of money to squander in this Manner. 

Again, this money is to be drawn by the super- 
intendent at any time he may think proper. 
He is to make the disbursements under his own 
authority. Now, sir, I learn from those gentle- 
men who have been inspecting the work, that a 
large amount of the money which has already 
been appropriated, has gone for the construction 
of boarding-houses, for the purchase of wagons, 


horses, mules, &c., and that probably not more 1] 
than $100,000 has been legitimately expended on 


the work itself. : 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move to increase the 
appropriation $10,000. Mr, Chairman, if this 
were a new question, Iam not prepared to say 
that I would vote for it. But I regard the question 
as settled; the Government has committed itself 
to it; the plan has been adopted; the work com- 
menced; and $350,000 have been already expended 
upon it. The appropriation was made during 
a Whig Administration, while Mr. Fillmore was 
in power, and I am astonished at the opposition 
I now see manifested to it,coming from the 
quarter it does. 

Now, sir, gentlemen on the other side of the 
House can vote millions of dollars to pay French 
spoliations—they can squander the public treasure 
on rivers and harbors, and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Sace] can favor the expendi- 
ture of enormous sums as a gratuity to the 
Collins Steamship Company, but they become 
wonderfully economical when an appropriation 
is asked, the object of which is to protect the 
public property im this District. 

I hold we are under no obligations whatever to 


bring water intothis District for the benefit of the | 


people who mhabit it; but we are under obliga- 
tions to protect the public property, amounting 
in value to $50,000,000 within its limits; and if 
the people of the District and the officers of the 
Government who are compelled to reside here, 
are incidentally benefited, no reasonable objec- 
tion can be urged to it. Itisa fact which no gen- 
tleman will undertake to question, that there is 
not, at this time, water enough in this city in case 
of fire, to prevent the public buildings, with all 
the records of the Government, from being con- 
sumed. In 1836, 1 believe it was, the Treasury 
building was burned, and but three years since, 
the Capitol itself, was only saved by an accident. 


I have a word now to say in regard to the plan | 


of the work. It was made the duty of the Pres- 
ident to adopt the plan; and, from the limited 
investigation I have been able to give it, I am 
satisfied he was fortunate in selecting the plan 
upon which the work is now being constructed. 
From the Potomac an abundant supply of pure 
water can always be had, and I understand it 
cannot be obtained from any other source; and, 


upon the completion of this work, the supply 


will be inexhaustible. 
My friend from Virginia [Mr. MeMvuuy]} 
contends that, even when completed, this work 


must of necessity be kept up at great expense. | 


{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr, COX. Mr. Chairman, I do not sce any 
principle of public duty which requires me to vote 
for this appropriation. As I was in the last Con- 


gress when the question was debated, and re- || water into Washington city, but I am not for 


mained silent and voted against it, | think proper 
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Captain Meigs, but I say this isan enormous sum || amendment is an enormous sum for insurance. It | 
: || is an immense sum to pay and then be compelled }; 





to run risks of fire very nearly as great as be- | 
fore. Itisasum which ought not to be appro- | 
priated. 
In reference to the committal of the Government | 
to this work, I apprehend that, when my friend | 
from Mississippi comes to another question (that 
of the Pacific railroad) where a larger sum has been 
appropriated preparatory to the construction of 
the work, he will not hold the Government com- 
mitted to the completion of the work by reason 
of that appropriation. The committal of the Gov- 
ernment, as has been well said, is a committal 
only to itself. It is for the time being engaged 
in reference to the commencement of the work; | 
and it is competent for the Government, without 
doing injustice or violence to anybody, to abandon 
itwhen it is found that to complete the work vast 


| expenditures of money must be made, and that 


| present position, 


it is, besides, contrary to the spirit of the Consti- 
tution and the powers with which Congress have 
been invested by it. 

The officers who have made the estimates to 
which gentlemen have referred do not pretend 
that they are anything like accurate ones. Asa 
matter of course, when the work is completed to 
the city, there must be some provision made for 
carrying off the water after it has been used. 
Experience proves that, when a very large amount 
of water is introduced into a city, the effect is 
such that there must be a system of drainage for 
its removal after use, in order to, protect the 
buildings in their stability and permanence. Thus 
large expenditures are to be incurred year after 
year. Itis proper for us, if we believe this ex- 
penditure is enormous and improper, to stop 
short, and, as the gentleman from Georgia has 
said, sink what we have already expended, 
rather than recklessly to continue the appropria- 
tions. I have no unkind feeling toward the citi- 
zens of this District, I have no desire to deny 
them any reasonable accommodation under the 
fair and legitimate powers of the Government; 
but IT am opposed to appropriating money for 
their accommodation alone. 

Mr. LDarkspate’s amendment was disagreed 
to. y 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 1 move to strike out 
the whole item as amended; and that is the pre- 


| cise result to which I think the committee ought 


| to come, 
| whose measure this is. 


The question has been raised as to 
The first appropriation 
was passed by a Congress having a large Demo- 


| cratic majority, on the last day, if I mistake not, 


of Mr. Fillmore’s administration. Mr. Fillmore 
was not at liberty to refuse his assent to that bill, 


| under the principles of his political life. That 


now, when the question is again up, to assign my | 


reason for voting against the appropriation asked 
for at this time. I shall not discuss the plan. 
There is no time for such discussion. Itis eae 
immaterial to me what plan has been adopted—I 
will not vote for the appropriation, 

I stated that I could not see any principle of 
public duty to which I could refer an appropria- 
tion of this sort. If the object be to aeons pro- 
tect the public property, then there ought to be 
a supply for that purpose alone. If we go beyond 
that and provide for the accommodation of the citi- 
zens of Washington and Georgetown, we vitiate 
the plan, in my judgment, by embracing a proposi- 
tion which, under the Constitution, my duty for- 
bids me to approve. 
18 suggested to me, are fire-proof, at least very 
much so, They ought to be perfectly fire-proof. 
ihe Government has been here fifty odd years. 
It has in that time lost slightly by fire. 
ost very little. The provision of the Senate’s 


t has | 


proposition was reaffirmed by the last Congress, 
where there was a majority of seventy-five, if I 
mistake not, on the Democratic side of this House. 
The plan on which the work has been hitherto 
constructed was approved by the present Execu- 
tive. They must, therefore, settle the responsi- 
bility between themselves for the measure in its 
[ am opposed to it. Iam op- 
yosed to doing all the local improvements of 
Vashington out of the public Treasury; and on 
that ground I shall vote against it. 

I should be in favor of the Government paying 


| its fair proportion of the expense of introducing 


| doing it at this time, and under these cireum- 


stances, but bya separate bill providing for a | 


pro rata payment by the citizens of the District. 
1 wish now merely to put one or two questions 
to my friends upon the other side of the House, 


| which [ wish them deliberately to consider. 


Three fourths of this work is in the State of 
Maryland. She gives up her sovereignty, and 
the Government bridges her streams, and takes 
the land of her farmers. Itis not incident to any 
power of this Government, according to the strict- 
construction school of politics. Has the Govern- 
ment power to take that soil, and to make the 


| Improvement in the State of Maryland? Ifit have 


The public buildings, as it || 


not, then strict-construction gentlemen cannot 
vote for it. If it has the power to do it, cannot 
those gentlemen vote for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors as incident to the power over 
commerce, and the war power? If the fact that 
appropriations have been made closes the ques- 
tion of constitutionality and of prudence, then 
what do they do with the veto message of the 
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present Executive of last year, vetoing a bill for 
carrying on baerevemonte in which the Goverp. 
ment had already embarked, and for the construe. 
tion of which millions had been appropriated 
and which were, as this is, incomplete?: Let 
gentlemen answer. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. I wish to correct a wrono 
g 


impression which the gentleman from Maryland 





| has made, ‘The act for carrying on this work 


requires that the assent of Maryland shall hp 
first obtained; and I understand that assent hag 
been abtained. 

Mr. DAVIS. The difficulty with strict-cop. 
struction gentlemen is, that the Government has 
no power to take the right of way. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. They have no 
power under the Constitution to take it. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Constitution does not 


give Congress the power, no cession by the State 


can give it, 

Mr. JONES, The State cannot confer it when 
there is no power in Congress under the Consti- 
tution, 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly not. 

Mr. PECK. Having no scruples in reference 
to constitutional power as regards this matter, 
I propose to discuss this question, in the five 

| minutes allowed me, upon its merits. | am in 
favor of this appropriation. I am in favor of the 
construction of this work to supply this capital, 
and the people of this capital, with water—first, 
upon the ground of its necessity, and, secondly, 
upon the ground of its utility and ornament, 
These two distinct grounds are sufficient to au- 
thorize me to vote for the appropriation. 
| First. Upon the necessity of the thing. The 
| Government has invested here millions upon mil- 
lions of dollars, not simply in works of necessity 


|| or convenience to the Government, but in works 


| of ornamentation. We have not only our Halls 
for the sessions of Congress, our public buildings 
for the accommodation of the separate Depart- 
ments, but we have lodged in those Departments 
archives which are not the subject of insurance. 
Gentlemen have told us that we could get property 
insured cheaper than by sucha plan asthis. What 
shall we insure? In the archives of the Depart- 
| ments of this capital are the sole evidence of titles 
to the property of citizens of over fourteen States 
| of this Gonhdoonie How can you insure that 
evidence? The ttle to the public lands through- 
out all the western States depends upon evidence 
| in the archives of these Departments. Gentle- 
men say that these buildings are fire-proof. So 
was your Capitol fire-proof, and yet your library 
was burnt. Your Post Office Department is called 
fire-proof, but fire has broken out among the 
apers there, and they have been destroyed. You 
Fadl water then justas much as now, and no more, 
but they could not be saved. 
Now suppose, under similar circumstances, 
similar property should catch fire, how is it to 
be preserved? I regard it to be a matter of ab- 


' solute necessity—a necessity which can be met 


in no other way—to supply every building with 
| such an amount of water as will enable us, upon 
the inception of any fire, immediately to extin- 
| guish it, 
Now, as to the other branch—utility and orna- 
ment—utility in supplying the wants of the mem- 
| bers of this House, and the officers of the Govern- 
| ment residing here. We have the right, for that 
urpose, to construct this work. Ornamentation! 
Why, sir, this Government has spent hundreds 
| and thousands of dollars for the ornamentation 
of this capital, and it will spend millions, and | 
shall vote for millions for this very purpose, if I 
have an opportunity, for I would build up a cap- 
| ital here, somewhat commensurate with the power 
and prosperity of the people which it represents. 
I should be ashamed to welcome here a foreigner 
| from other lands and show him the meager, pal- 
simonious, and miserable batch of cheap houses 
_as the representative of the taste and liberality o! 
the American people. There is a use in it, and 
| the action of this Government has always recog- 
nized that use. ; 
|| An objection is made to the people of Washing- 
_ ton and the people of this District getting a benefit 
| for which the do not pay. If that is to be the 
|| principle, in God’s name, fence up your public 
|| grounds—hang up Chinese screens around yout 
| ‘apitol—put curtains over your public pictures— 
‘fence in your public statues, and do not let the 
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citizens of Washington and Georgetown walk 
in the public grounds, or look at the statues or 
pictures, unless they pay twenty-five cents for it. 
Fell me, if you can, what is the difference. 

But gentlemen say if we do this, the people of 
Philadelphia, Boston, and New York, will come 
before us and claim the same privilege. There 
is no analogy in the cases. New York belongs 
to the people of New York, Boston to Massachu- 
eetts, and so on; but this is the capital of the peo- 
le of the United States, and the Government 
should pay more than its share of this improve- 
‘ 


amendment, in order to perfect it before the vote 
is taken, to strike itoutentirely. I move to strike 
eut the words ** hundred thousand,’”’ so as to 
leave the appropriation three dollars. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from arviand moved to strike 
out the whole amendment, which, I think, was 
out of order. But there having been no vote taken 


upon that motion, the motion of the gentleman || 


from New York is not now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
whatever may have been the character of the 
motion of the gentleman from Maryland, whether 
in order or not, it is clearly in order to move to 
amend the clause before the vote is taken upon 
the motion to strike out. 

Mr. PRINGLE. 
question, this project of bringing water into 
Washington and Georgetown has never received 
the deliberate approbation of the House of Rep- 
resentatives—never. Inthe Thirty-Second Con- 
gress, in the last hours of the session, an appro- 
priation of $100,000 was made to commence this 
work. In the last hours of the Thirty-Third 
Congress, an appropriation of $250,000 was made 
to continue it. During the Thirty-Third Con- 
gress, as all the members of that Congress now 
here will remember, this question was up fre- 
quently; more than once, or twice, or three times 
votes were taken on it in this House; and the 
project was defeated every time. 
ceived an affirmative vote until the last hour of 
the session. 

Now, let us see on what data—if we have any 
—this work has been commenced and carried on. 
In the Thirty-Second Congress a resolution was 


assed appropriating $5,000 to make a survey. | 


his survey was submitted in February, 1853. 


It was done hastily in the winter, and the engi- || 


neers who had it in charge did not pretend that 
it was entirely reliable. An estimate was made 
that the cost of the work would, for a seven foot 


conduit, amount to about $1,900,000; and that for | 


a nine foot conduit, it would cost $350,000 more. 
The data on which the estimates were made have 
never been submitted to this House. I had the 
honor to offer a resolution, which was adopted 
by the House, calling upon the Secretary of War 
to submit data on the subject; but the inform- 


ation has been withheld—I will not say improp- | 


erly withheld. 


But all I have to say is this, that the House || 


has to rely solely on the good reputation and abil- 
ity of Captain Meigs. I do not impeach those 
qualities, but I do think, with all due respect to 
Captain Meigs and the Secretary of War, that 
there are men in this House who are just as com- 
petent as any engineer to make calculations and 


estimates of the expense of the work, if they are | 


furniShed with data. Now,I would like to form 
my own judgment upon data furnished to this 
House as to the expense of this work, whether it 
would cost two millions, two and a half millions, 
or five millions of dollars. 1 ean tell, and so can 
scores of men on this floor, if we get the data, how 
much it will cost. We have not yet had such 
data. I want them submitted to the House. I 
want men to act upon knowledge, and then be 
responsible for their vote. I do not want to act 


solely on the opinion of one man—I want data, I 


want facts. 
A Member. You have them in the report. 
Mr. PRINGLE. We have never had the de- 
tails which I have called for. So far as I under- 
stand them they are not contained in either report. 
They have been furnished, I understand, to the 
Secretary of War, and I have no doubt they are in 


his office, and might be furnished. Now, whether , 


I am satisfied or not, I think that every man here 
ought to be satisfied before he votes, whether he 


= 


vM, PRINGLE. I propose to amend the | 


So far as I understand this 


It never re- | 
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is voting right or wrong. Now, let us see what 
was contemplated, in regard to extent, by the 
officer who recommended this work. I will read 
an extract 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KEITT. There is a point, Mr. Chair- 
man,in the legislation of every competent author- 
ity, where, uponany question of mere expediency, 
it must be supposed that the policy of the body 
is settled. I would not apply this to a question 

| of principle, connected with an organic compact; 
but on a mere question of expediency you must 
stop somewhere. There must be a pointat which 
the body is supposed to act deliberately upon a 
foregone conclusion. Now, sir, | apprehend that 
in this case that pomt has been reached. My 
friend from New Fork [Mr. Prince] says that 
appropriations have been made, but under cir- 
| cumstances. He says that at the last session the 
appropriation was made at the last hour of the 
session. Sir, when a great work isto be accom- 
plished, and the action of the competent authority 
is had upon it, you cannot go behind the record 
| and appeal to the circumstances which seemed at 
the moment to invest the act. Noone can know 
| whether this act was done at the last moment; 
and if it were done at the last moment, no one 
can know that it was not done under the sanction 
of proper deliberation. On the question of expe- 
| diency—I repeat it, sir—there is, for the good of 
| all, a point at which we must regard the policy 
of the body as settled. Two Coneresses have 
acted on this matter. They have concluded that 
| this aqueduct should be constructed; and, in my 
judgment, they have concluded wisely. 

This city was laid out—by whom? By General 
Washington. And for what purpose? Why, as 
the Federal capital. If your citizens here had 
located it, would they have located it on this spot? 
He wished to strip it of all commercial advantages. 
Would they, with pecuniary objects in view, 
have located it where it stands, if not stripped, at 
| least emasculated, of all commercial advantages? 
If they had located it here for the purposes for 
which & city is located, would they have laid it 
out on the stupendous scale which marks your 
— city? They would not have done so. 

fou have made it your Federal capital; and does 
| that involve you in no responsibility? You have 
here $50,000,000 worth of public property. Does 
it pay taxes? Notadollar. You pay possibly 
for the grading of a street here and there, and 
may be for the lighting of Pennsylvania avenue; 
| but do you pay anything more? Are not the 
| citizens of Washington—deprived of all com- 
| mercial advantages—as heavily, or more heavily, 
taxed than the inhabitants of any city of the 
Union? And if they are, are you not deriving 
the advantages of that taxation? And wil! you, 
with your $50,900,000 worth of public property 
exempt from taxation, do nothing? Congress 
ought not to build this aqueduct for the benefit of 
the citizens of Washington, but it ought to build 
it for the benefit of its own Government; and if, 
incidentally thereto, the citizens of Washing- 
ton derive advantages, why, in God’s name, let 
them derive those advantages. You buy prop- 
|erty. That moment it is exempt from taxation. 
| You hold it, and it is exempt from taxation—you 
sell it, and it is exposed to it. Now, will you 
| pay nothing for the advantages you thus derive? 
Yes have here the archives of the Government. 
They are exposed to casualty and conflagration. 
Will you do nothing to insure their safety ? Will 
you not construct this work for the purpose of 
oe them? And, if it be wise in you to 
yuild it for that purpose, then I ask you if the 
fact that the citizens of Washington may derive 
an advantage from it ought to be any objection 
to your doing it? It is an incidental advantage, 
which I would gladly give them. Let your own 
interests be unconcerned in the matter, and I will 
not vote a dollar for it. I will not vote for it on 
their account; but, I will vote for it for your Fed- 
eral capital, and your Federal interests. And, if 
in doing this, they derive an advantage, I shall 
be glad of it. 

Well, sir, the policy of the country being 
settled, what, then, is your course of action? You 
have been told that the operatives on the work 
are exposed to chills and fever for three months 





in the year, or at least for August and September. | 


Will you make your appropriation now, and let 
| the work be gone on with while it can be, or will 
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you wait until itis too late—till the unhealthy 
season arrives, and till the very materials are 
crumbling before you? {Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question was taken on Mr. Parncur’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. GIDDINGS __I move to amend the Sen- 
ate amendment by increasing the appropriauon 
$1,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel somewhat embarrassed 
upon this question—much more so than upon any 
other question which has been presented to us. 
I find that some of those with whom | usually 
act are opposed to this proposition, and that 
some of those on the other side of the House are 
in favor of it. Sir, I am embarrassed by the 
consideration that cold water seems to be unac- 
ceptable to some of my political friends. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Now, sir, in considering this subject I take an 
entirely different view of the matter from what 
some gentlemen who have preceded me have 
taken. We must spend about $70,000,000. That 
point is settled. The money is in the Treasury, 
and it must come out, either to be expended in 
permanent, stable improvements of our country, 
or in that which is worse. Why, sir, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs has re 
ported a bill for the construction of ten additional 
war steamers at a cost of $10,000,000. 

Mr. BENSON. I beg to correct the gentle- 
man. ‘The steamers which it is proposed to con- 
struct are to cost only $5,000,000, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Very well, $5,000,000 now; 
but I will go bail that it will double in two 
years. [Laughter.] Now, sir, if these ten war 
steamers are built, it will take our young men to 
man them, and it will corrupt their habits; it will 
corrupt their morals; it will take millions out of 
the public Treasury, and in a few years nothing 
will remain of it but corrupted moralsand habits. 

Mr. Chairman, if a few millions are expended 
upon these water-works, somebody in future 
years will reap the benefit. It will conduce mach 
to the comfort and convenience of Congress and 
the people, and, at the end of twenty years, the 
work will stand as a monument to the liberality, 
foresight, and intelligence of this Congress. And, 
sir, are we to abandon this policy now just as 
the Republicans are comtag into power? [Great 
laughter.] When we should bestow our atien- 
tion upon the establishment of schools of learn- 
ing, and upon the enlightenment and elevation 
of the people of the District, are we to abandon 
them? I trust not. I ask my political friends 
to come up here; for let me say to them that the 
times are important with us. I want to see the 
gleaming forth of that policy which shall char- 
acterize the party to which I belong. I thank 
gentlemen on the other side for their returning 
{Laughter.] 

Now, sir, I shall vote for this appropriation, 
and shall most cheerfully, heartily and zealously, 
lend my efforts to obtain it. I speak the sincere 
feelings of my heart when I say, that | am will- 
ing to vote $300,000 now, and that lam willing 
to vote $5,000,000 if it should become necessary. 
Why, sir, your Army and your Navy cost you 
$30,000,000 every year, and it isall lost. Letus 
give a few hundred thousand dollars to supply 
the people of the District with water. They need 
it; and let me say, that if there was more cold 
water used it would be better for the morals of 
the community. (Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think, Mr. 
Chairman, that it would be a good thing if this 
project were to go on, and these cities should 
obtain a supply of water; awl [ should have no 
objection to it at all if you would only get the 
money to pay for it from the fight place. 

Now, sir, itis one of the fundamental princi- 
ples of this Government, recognized 7 my friend 
from South Carolina, {Mr. Keirt,} that without 
representation there should be no taxation. Then, 
sir, | maintain that it is an equally sound maxim, 
that you should not take the money of the people 
who are represented and appropriate and expend 
it for the benefit of people who do not pay the 
money. 

Now, sir, what is the pretert for bringing this 
water here? It is to supply your pons build- 
ings; but the object is to supply the city--the 
private property of the city. Why, sir, this 
Capitol is now supplied with better water than 
can be obtained from the Potomae river. It is 
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obtained from a spring two miles north, which 
was purchased by the Government, and which, as | 
1 have always found, afforded water sufficient for 
the purposes of the building. — : 

And, sir, your Treasury building and President’s 
mansion, I believe, are supplied with water from 
another spring in Franklin square. In addition 
to the water supplied 7 these springs, a number 
of buildings upon the Avenue are also supplied. 
It is true, that, for a tine, when so much water 
was wanted to be used in the construction of the 
extensions, the quantity furnished was somewhat 
restricted, but it has generally been found to be | 
sufficient. 

Now, sir, the object is to supply the city; the | 
pretext, to supply the public buildings. If there | 
was no benefit to be derived from it by the por 
erty-holders in the city, we should, perhaps, 
never have heard of this project—this magmificent | 
project to bring water into the city at an expense 
of from $2,500,000 to $5,000,000. But, sir, if it 
is proposed that this water shall be brought here 
at the expense of the cities of Washington and | 
Georgetown, | am willing that the public build- | 
ings shall be supplied, and that we shall pay for 
it. Lam willing that the Government shall not 
go into any particular calculation as to the relative 
value of property, but shall pay liberally and 
bountifully—more than its proportion, in order to 
bring water here, whenever Congress shall exer- 
eise its power in levying a tax upon property for 
that purpose. 

I doube not, sir, that the principal hotels on 
Pennsylvania Avenue would use more water in 
the course of a year than all the public buildings 
in the city. Then, I ask, why is it that the 
people of the whole country should be taxed to 
enhance the value of private property in this 
city ? 





We come here, sir, in a two-fold capacity—as | 
the Legislature for the whole United States, and as | 
the local Legislature for the District of Columbia; | 


and when we come here as the local legislature, 
im my opinion—although it is true we have the 
power—yet we should not put our hands into 
the Federal Treasury for the benefit of the people 
of the District. We have the power, it is true, 
but I do not believe that it is, strictly speaking, 
constitutionally right ta take the money of the 
whole people and appropriate it for the special 
benefit of the citizens of the District. 

The amendment to the Senate amendment was 
not agreed to. 


Mr. PRINGLE. 
priation five dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, the reason why I oppose the 
Senate amendment under consideration is not 


I move to reduce the appro- 


because Iam opposed to supplying the citizens | 


of Washington and Georgetown with water. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask the gentleman 


| fountains; use for driving small machines, lathes, printing 





whether there is not a company here now asking 
for a contract to supply these cities with water ? 

Mr. PRINGLE. Not that I know of, or have 
heard of. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Such is the fact. 

Mr. PRINGLE, I say I do not oppose this 
appropriation because I am opposed to the bring- 
ing of water into these cities. I do not oppose 
it from any mean, niggardly spirit of economy. I 
am willing that the Government shall pay even 
double its share towards supplying this city with 
water. But I do not think that we have com- 
menced this work right. We ought to havea 
separate bill making provision for the construc- 
tion of this work. The citizens of Washington 
and Georgetown should be taxed to pay a por- 
tion of the expense. The Government ought, l 
admit, to pay its fair share. But it is wrong to 
provide for carrying on public works in such a 
loose, slovenly manner as has been done in this 
instance. No great work ought to be carried on 
with loose facts and estimates. Everything ought 
to be accurately measured and properly managed. 

I will quote from General Totten’s first report 
to Congress, to show on what a grand scale this 
work is to be done. He says: 

“The construction upon the enlarged scale suggested by 
Lieutenant Meigs is much to be preferred, It will nearly 
double the delivery of water; and while it would remove all 
danger of an insufficient supply of water hereafter, it would 
introduce into the city, avaiable for manufacturing pur- 


poses, and ata small increase of cost, a water-power of 
nearly one thousand seven hundred horses.” 


That was under the seven feet conduit. Under 
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} health. 


| watered his 


| of Allah upon the builder of the murmuring fountain or 


| New York seems specially to object to this appro- | 


| and the second is because of some imagination in 









the nine feet conduit it would be near three thou- 
sand horse power. He goes on to say: 


“ The Great Falls project will cost, complete, $1,921,244. | 
Constant and everlasting daily supply, thirty-six millions | 
fifteen thousand and four hundred gallons. Advantages : | 
Simplicity aud durability; perfect security and inexhausti- 
ble and unfailing source ; lavish use, which can be indulged | 
in in consequeuce of abundant supply ; power of street 
washing, cooling the air, and embellishing the city by great 


presses, and the like; great space for settling and purifying 
in reservoirs, and great quantity in store for emergencies ; 
small expense of keeping up the works when once estab- 
lished, and consequent low price of water delivered in | 
houses or factories.”’ 


This evidently contemplates that we shall have 
to maintain an army of officers to keep up this | 
work. Before I take my seat, I beg to call atten- 
tion to the following poetry in the report: 


« Fountains judiciously placed, and kept constantly flow- 
ing, conduce, by the currents they cause in the sewers, as 
much to the health of a city, as by the coolness they diffuse ; 
they add to its comfort, while, by the grace of their spark- 
ling jets, they please the eye and add beauty to comfort and 
The pleasure derived from a fountain seems in- | 
stinctive ; itis associated with our earliest reading. The | 
cool fountain in the desert, by which the patriarch of old 
flocks, the noble fountains of ancient and 
modern Rome, have been objects of admiration and sources 
of pleasure from the earliest times ; and the same feeling 
that makes the rude but devout Arab invoke the blessings 
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up the principle, then what is it, according to 
their own showing, except mere expediency ? 

The Government ought to construct this work 
to protect its public buildings and archives, or jt 
ought rigorously to estimate the various inter. 
ests, and pay no more than it ought to pay ina 
private concern, and then it ought to take it in 
charge. I move that the committee do now rise 

The motion was agreed to. , 

So the committee rose, and the Speaker havino 
resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. Srantoy) 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on tho 


| state of the Union had, according to order, had 


the state of the Union generally under considera. 
tion, and particularly the Senate amendments to 
the deficiency bill, and had come to no resolutioy 
thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicktws, its Secretary, informing the 
House that that body had passed bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; in which he 
was directed to ask the concurrence of the House: 

Joint resolution for the relief of Hall Neilson. 

Joint resolution for the relief of John Y. Laub, 
a clerk in the office of the First Comptroller of 





desert tank is shown in our modern cities, where crowds 
gather in the heats of summer to enjoy the grateful coolness 
of the Roman fountains--legacies from that ancient people— | 
or the splendid jet of Boston common, the proposed display | 
of the New York park, or the Philadelphia Fairmount.’ | 


Mr. KEITT. Mr. Chairman, my friend from | 


priation on two grounds; the first is a want of 
coherence in the grammar in which itis expressed, 


the report which is connected with it. I have no | 


, objection either to a correction of the grammar, | 


or an amendment to the imaginative portion of | 
the report, which the gentleman has read for our | 
satisfaction. 
A Member. Does the gentleman offer the | 
poetry as a part of his amendment? hangater.} 
Mr. KEITT. Ido not know. | If he does, 


| will vote for it; although I do not think that it is 


1 
the best of poetry. LEgeria might very well have | 


| been introduced; but as there is no Numa here to 


| with him. 


cultivate her, perhaps it is best that she is left out. 

The member from Ohio [Mr. Gippings] said | 
that he felt embarrassed by his position upon this 
question, because he was going against some gen- 
leans on that side and with some on this side of 
the House. I will tell him that if he went with 
| those on this side of the Hall much oftener, it 
| would be a great deal better for him; but if he 

speaks of going against the Republicans in this | 
instance, then they have at least one principle of 
| public utility. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] said 
that | would agree with him that there should be 
no taxation without representation. I do agree 
The people of the United States out- 

side of the District of Columbia are represented, 

and we, under certain limitations, are made their 

representatives. I am not, as my friend suggests, 
| voting their money for a purpose with which 
| they are not connected The people of the Uni- 
ted States have interests in the public buildings 
here, and in the archives which are left in them; 
, and I am voting this money for the purpose of 
| preserving those archives and those public build- 
‘ings. My friend from New York and my friend 
| from Tennessee indirectly suggested the same 
| argument. Their admission is fatal to their case. 
| They say that we must proceed on rigid principles 
of economy and justice. These corporations and 
the United States must pay to the extent of the 
interest of each. 

A Memper. Not that. 

Mr. KEITT. If youdo not pay to the extent 
of your interest, to what do you pay? Here, 
according to their argument, are two partners in 
a concern. They are called on for contribu- 

tions. Is it ont that one partner shall con- 





| tribute more than to the extent of his interest? | 


|If it is, then is not the principle given up? Yet 
these gentlemen have said—be liberal! 
ral, Whatdo they mean by being liberal? Doing 
| more than in a community of interest they ought 
todo? If we pay any more than in justice we 
ought to pay, then, why not take it all into con- 


| us to give more than our interest. If they give 


e libe- | 


sideration? They give up the principle in asking + 


the Treasury; 

A bill for the relief of the officers and soldiers 
of the United States Army, who sustained loss by 
the disasters to the steamships Winfield Scoit 
and San Francisco; 

A bill for the relief of Captain Langdon (C, 
Easton, assistant quartermaster of the United 
States Army; 

A bill for the relief of Levi Robinson; 

A bill granting a pension to Benjamin Berry,s 
soldier of the Revolution; 

A bill for the relief of the ownersand sharesmen 
of the fishing schooners Wanderer, Mary, Olive 
| Branch, Two Brothers, and Brothers; 
| A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
| to approve the accounts of the marshal of the 
| district of Missouri, for furniture provided for the 
use of the circuit court of the United States for 
said district, at the April term of said court held 
at St. Louis in the year 1854; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of John Metcalf; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Cook and others; 

A bill for the relief of Amos B. Eaton, a com- 
missary of subsistence, United States Army; 

A bill for the relief of the owners of the fish- 
ing schooners Brandywine, Forrester, Grampus, 
Ursula, Stephen C. hilips, and Union; 

A bill to enable the United States to make use 
of the solar compass in the public surveys; 

A bill to authorize the entry of certain lands 
in the State of Iowa by Mrs. Caroline New- 
ington; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Zadock Thompson, of Vermont; 

A bill to direct the reéxamination of the ac- 
count between the United States and the State of 
Maryland; 

A bill for the relief of Dempsey Pittman; 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Shaw, of Bor- 
dentown, New Jersey; 

A bill for the relief of John H, Scranton and 
James M. Hunt; 

A bill for the relief of Josiah S. Little; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Albritton; 

A bill for the relief of Rebecca Halsey, widow 
of Zephaniah Halsey, an officer of the Revolu- 
tion; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Forrest; 

A bill for the relief of Michael Nash, of the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill for the relief of Cezaire Wallace, of the 
parish of Bossier, and the State of Louisiana; 

A bill appointing commissioners to ascertat 
certain facts relative to private land claims in the 
| State of Michigan; , 

A bill to confirm Joseph Wandestrand in his 
title to certain lands; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Smith; 

A bill for the relief of William B. Trotter; 

A bill for the relief of Randall D. Livingston; 
| A bill for the relief of Cephise Piserose, widow 
| of Louis Labranché, of the parish of St. Charles, 
+ in the State of Louisiana; 
|| A bill for the benefit of the Hebrew congre- 
gation of the city of Washington; 
| A bill for the relief of Adam D, Steuart; 
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~ A bill granting bounty land to Rebecca Free- 
an; : ; : 

m A bill granting a pension to Nathaniel Moth- 

ershead, of Missouri; 





A bill to authorize the Secretary of War to | 
ree E. McClellan, | 


cause to be paid to Captain George 
his oficers and men composing his company of 
mounted volunteers, full pay for services rendered, 
and subsistence and forage furnished, in East 
Florida in the year 1840; 

A bill for the relief of Peter Grover; 

A bill increasing the pension of Albert Hart; 

A bill for the relief of Levi C. Harris; 

A bill for the relief of Betsey Whipple; 


A bill to increase the pension of Alpheus T. 


Palmer, late a lieutenant of the ninth regiment 
United States infantry; 

A bill restoring Joshua Mercer to the roll of 
invalid pensioners ; 

A bill making a reappropriation from the sur- 
plus fund for the relief of Lieutenant John Guest, 
of the United States Navy, and others; 

A bill to increase the pension of Amaziah Good- 
win, of the State of Maine; 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. M. E. McKnight, 
widow of Francis M. McKnight; 

A bill granting a pension to Samuel B. Porter, 
a soldier of the late war; 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. Agatha O’Brien, 
widow of Brevet Major J. P. J. O’Brien, late of 
the United States Army; and, 

A bil for the relief of James Harrington. 


INTRODUCTION OF A BILL. 


Mr. SAGE, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill to remit orrefund duties upon goods, wares, 


and merchandise destroyed by fire; which was | 
read a first and second time, and referred to the | 


Com mittee on Commerce. 
CLERK TO A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. KEITT. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer a resolution. The Com- 
mittee on the Public Buildings and Grounds have 
a great deal of work on hand; and I ask that they 
may be permitted to seaploy a clerk on the same 
terms as other committees have been authorized 
to employ clerks. 
words: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds be, and hereby are, authorized to employ a clerk | 
for so much of the present Congress as the majority of said 


committee may consider expedient, at a per diem com- 
pensation not to exceed four dollars per day, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House.”’ 

Mr. CRAIGE. I object. 

Mr. KEITT. Then I move to suspend the 
rules. 

The motion was not agreed to, two thirds not 
voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask leave 
to introduce a bill merely for the purpose of ref- 
erence. It is a bill to authorize the issuing of 
patents to lands in certain cases. 

Mr. KEITT. | object. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon the 
House (at fifteen minutes past three o’clock) ad- 
journed until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, pril 15, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Senate a communication from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a report of the 
Secretary of State, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, in answer to the resolution of the Senate 
of the 20th ultimo, respecting the adjustment of the 
boundary line and the payment of the $3,600,000 
under the treaty with Mexico of the 20th of De- 
cember, 1853; which, on motion of Mr. Hare, 
| was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of New York, praying that the public lands may 
be granted in limited quantities to actual settlers 

| __ hot possessed of other lands; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented the peti- 


THE C 





The resolution is in these | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 


} tion of Jesse Wyatt, a volunteer in the war of 
|| 1812, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
|| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

|| Mr. SUMNER. I present the memorial of 
Zerviah Gould Mitchell, of North Abington, Mas- 
sachusetts, setting forth that she is the only sur- 
viving child of Brister Gould, of Massachusetts, 
who served for several months in the army of 
the Revolution. She prays for some recognition 
of the services of her ancestor, representing her- 
self at this moment as very poor. I ask the 
reference of the memorial to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. FOOT presented a petition of citizens of 
Washington, District of Columbia, praying that 
| provision may be made for educating the indigent 

deaf, dumb, blind, and idiotic youth and children 
of the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citizens 
of the State of Maine, praying for the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Pittsfield to Cambridge, 
in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Isaac Seymour, praying 
to be acne arrears of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of J. 
T. Barclay, praying for remuncration for the 
discovery of a process for improving the coinage 
of the country; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of a com: 
mittee of the corporation of Georgetown, praying 
that the corporation of Georgetown may be re- 
lieved from the expense of opening and repairing 
the roads in the county of Washington, west of 
Rock Creek; which was referred to the Commit- 

| tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Obed 
Hussey, praying for an extension of his patent 
for a reaping machine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr.” TRUMBULL presented the petition of 


ao H. McCormick, praying for an extension 
o 








| ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
|| Office. 
Mr. JAMES presented the petition of Nancy 
Mann, praying to be allowed bounty land for the 
| services of her Jate husband, John Hawkins, in 
| the revolutionary war; whish was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOUSTON presented the petition of 
Tacitus Clay, heir and legal representative of 
Thomas Clay, deceased, praying to be indem- 
nified against loss on a military land warrant 
| issued to his ancestor for revolutionary services, 
| a portion of which was covered by a prior war- 
rant; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of J. M. Gould and others, of Rock Island city, 
Illinois, praying for permission to establish a 
military institute on the military reservation at 
Rock Island; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
| Mr. PUGH presented a petition of citizens of 

Ohio, praying for the establishment of a mail 

route hen Oakhill to Pomeroy, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a resolution of the city council of Cincin- 
nati, in favor of an appropriation for removing 
obstructions to navigation at the Falls of the Ohio 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
|| Roads and Canals. 


| HEIRS OF ETHAN ALLEN. 


Mr. SEWARD. Iam desired to present to 
| the Senate the memorial of Ethan A. Allen, 
Mary H. Weir, wife of Andrew Weir, and Ethan 
| Allen Hitchcock, grandchildren of Ethan Allen. 
| These persons are the heirs and representatives 
| of Colonel Ethan Allen, of revolutionary memory. 
| I desire to state to the Senate two facts which 
| — in this petition. 





ht 


| 


words: 


Whereas, Congress did.on the 14th of May last, grant to 
Ethan Allen the rank of Colonel by brevet in the Army of 





One of them is, that on | 
e 24th of September, 1778, a resolution was || 
| passed by the Continental Congress in these | 

|| service, some ten years at sea, and five years on 
| shore, or other duty. After a cruise of three 
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firmness, and geal in the cause of his country, manifested 
during the course of his long and cruel captivity, as well as 
on former occasions: And whereas, on the léth day of the 
same month, all the benefits and privileges of a Lieutenant 
Colonel in the services of these States were granted to said 
Ethan Allen during the time of his late captivity: And 
whereas, it is represented to Congress that Colonel Ethan 
Allen’s circumstances have been greatly reduced by his late 
long and cruel confinement, and his brevet commission does 
not entitle him to pay : 

Resolved, That seventy-five dollars per month be allowed 
to Colonel Allen, from the date of his brevet, during the 
pleasure of Congress, or until he shall be called into actual 
service. 

The other fact is, that under that resolution of 
September, 1778, there was due to him at the time 
of his death, and which never has been pad, the 
sum of $9,675, which his heirs and represenia- 
tives pray Congress may be paid. I move to 
refer the petition, together with an explanatory 
paper accompanying it, to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Isaac 
S. Sterrett, a commander.in the Navy, who has 
been placed upon the reserved list, praying to be 
restored to his former position in the service; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WELLER. I present joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of California in regard to the 
action of the naval board in the cases of Lieu- 
tenants Stanly and Stevens, of the Navy. The 
Legislature of that State unanimously passed 


| these resolutions, disapproving of the action of 


his patent for areaping machine; which was re- || 


the board, so far as these two officers are con- 
cerned. ‘They were for a long time in active 
service on the Pacific coast; and, having had an 
opportunity of knowing fully the character of 
these officers, the Legislature of California has 
felt it proper to pass these joint resolutions. I 
ask that the resolutions be read, and I then wish 
to submit a few remarks. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the Assembly concurring,) That 
the action of the board of Navy officers, under the act of 
Congress ** to promote the efficiency of the Navy,” approved 


| February 28, 1855, in relation to Lieutenants Fabius Stanly 


the United States of America, in reward of bis fortitude, | 


and T. H. Stevens, was not only unjust to those officers, 
but injurious to the public service. v 

Resolved, That in consideration of the irreproachable 
character of the said Fabius Stanly and Thomas H. Ste- 
vens as citizens of this State, and of their well-known 
good conduct and efficiency in their country’s service, our 
Senators are instructed, and our Representatives in Con- 
gress are requested, to use all proper efforts to remedy the 
injustice committed by the said board toward these officers, 
and to repair the injury which the action of the said board 
is calculated to produce to the Navy of the United States. 

Presented and passed, February 13, 1856. 

Attest: W. BAUSMAN, Secretary Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. The action of the board, 
in dropping from the rolls Lieutenant Thomas 
Lloldup Stevens, has caused much deep and pain- 
ful feeling, both in and out of the service. It has 
been productive of equal surprise and regret. His 
brother officers who know him best, and his many 
friends not connected with the Navy,in different 
parts of the country, are satisfied that (however 
unwittingly, or under whatsoever grave and lam- 
entable misapprehension) signal injustice has 
been done him; and now that the Secretary of the 
Navy and the President havé expressed them- 
selves favorable to a correction of the errors of 
the board; (the former stating in his annual re- 
port ** that there should be and will be found a 
remedy for any mistake or error of judgment, if 
the service has thus been deprived of a merito- 
rious and capable officer, either by reservation or 
dropping,’’) now that the whole subject is before 
the Senate for revision, and, in codperation with 
the Executive, remedial action—they, Lieuten- 
ant Stevens’s friends, are desirous to leave no 
proper efforts untried to have his case fairly and 
fully considered, in the sane conviction that its 
investigation cannot fail to lead to such action as 
will result in his restoration to his former posi- 
tion in the Navy. They are utterly at a loss how 
to account for his being dropped—the official 
notification of which harsh condemnation found 


| him “ unconscious of wrong, unwarned, unques- 
| tioned, and unsuspecting.”’ 


Lieutenant Stevens entered the service in 1836; 
and the official Register for 1855 shows him to 
have been, during a period of eighteen years’ 


years, as midshipman, on board the United States 
frigate Independence, Commodore Nicholson, he 
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was ordered to the naval school at Philadelphia 
for study and examination; and ina large class, 
embracing such officers as Catesby ap R. Jones, 
Francis Key Murray, Edward F. Beale, Madison 
Rush, Edward Higgins, John C. Howell, Henry 
Rolando, and others of merit and reputation, 

assed second—the first graduate being Thomas 
M. Crossan. As passed midshipman he was 
engaged upon the survey of the southern Atlantic 
and gulf coast, under Captain L. M. Powell; on 
duty at the National Observatory, under Lieuten- 
ant Gilliss; as master of the United States steamer 
Michigan, upon the lakes, under Captain Me- 
Intosh; and as naval storekeeper at the Sandwich 
Islands. In 1849 he was promoted lieutenant; 
and, after performing a second tour of service as 
an officer of the Michigan, upon the lakes, was 
ordered to the sloop Germantown, destined for 
the African squadron, and joined her for duty; 
but before that vessel sailed, he was, on applica- 
tion to the Department by Lieutenant Alden, 
then, as now, in charge of the Coast Survey on 
the Pacific, assigned to duty with him; and was 
subsequently, and until recently, as lieutenant 
commanding the surveying steamer Active, en- 
gaged in the prosecution of that work. | 

These details of the services of Lieutenant 
Stevens are given simply to show that he has 
been actively and iadhelty employed since his 
connection with the Navy, and that he is not 
answerable to the charge of incompetency or in- 
efficiency as an officer. In the various positions 
in which he has been placed, he has, so far as 
his friends are informed, or have been able to 
ascertain, so performed his duties as to have 
gained the confidence and approbation of those 
under whose orders he seek His character is 
that of an accomplished and high-toned gentle- 
man, and his professional and private reputation 
is without blemish. Indeed, it could not be well 
otherwise; for he is the son of a distinguished 
officer, who was the very soul of honor, under 
whose watchful eye he was reared, and whose 
careful training he received. 

The father of Lieutenant Stevens, the late 
Commodore Thomas Holdup Stevens, is de- 
scribed by one of our naval biographers (Captain 
Slidell Mackenzic) as ‘‘ a noble specimen of the 
generous, free-hearted, and chivalrous officer,”’ 
and rendered his country eminent services. A 
South Carolinian by birth, he entered the naval 
service in early youth, and while yet in his teens 
was actively engaged in the war of 1812. Atthe 
commencement of the war, he was a midshipman, 
attached to the John Adams; and when that 
vessel was hauled up at New York, he accom- 
panied that portion of her officers and crew sent 
to man the fleet which it was intended to construct 
and equip on Lake Erie. In the descent upon 
the Gane shore, by the troops collected at But- 
falo, under Brigadier General Smythe, in Novem- 
ber, 1812, this body of officers and seamen par- 
ticipated, having been sent to assist in silenciyg 
the batteries opposite, to clear the way for the 
landing of the troops. In the engagements with 
the enemy which ensued, Lieutenant Holdup 
Stevens displayed the most distinguished bravery, 
and was severely wounded. ‘The fighting,”’ 
says Cooper, in his naval history, (in which 
Lieutenant S. is frequently and honorably men- 
tioned,) ‘* was of the most desperate character. 
The struggle was exceedingly sanguinary. Eight 
out of twelve sea-officers engaged were wounded, 
two of them mortally.”’ 

In the battle of Lake Erie, Lieutenant Holdup 
Stevens commanded the sloop Trippe, and here 
again behaved with the most conspicuous gal- 
lantry. ‘* His vessel was carried into the hottest 
of the action, and was handled with a boldness, 
considering its total want of quarters, bordering 
on temerity.’? Cooper and Mackenzie make 
repeated and most honorable mention of his ser- 
vices on that memorable occasion. The latter, 
in his life of Perry, relates the following anecdote: 

a“ Wye there have been but few instances of ships in 
action willingly taking a station so as to place their con- 
sorts, Whether disabled or otherwise, between themselves 
and the enemy, there was a brilliant instance, in this very 
bate of Lake Erie, of a young officer, in the headlong 
ardor of getting up with the enemy, placing himself between 
that enemy and one of his consorts. The gallant and ami- 
able Lieutenant Thomas Holdup Stevens, who commanded 
the little sloop Trippe, ran to leeward, instead of to wind- 
ward, of the Caledonia, Lieutenant Turner, and took his 


station on her starboard beam. The scene that followed 
had better be given in the language of Stevens himself: 











‘Turner ordered me to get out of his way; 1 replied, thatI 


| should not: he then hailed, to say that, if I did not, he 
| would fire through me; I replied, ‘fire away!’ which he 


did, through his own foresail and my jib, carrying it almost 


| all away.’ ”? 


After the victory on Lake Erie, Lieutenant | 


Holdup Stevens was actively engaged in the com- 


mand of a vessel upon the upper lakes, under || 


Commodore Sinclair. In charge of a detachment 
of officers and seamen, and in coéperation with 
a force of troops under Colonel Croghan, he ren- 
dered valuable service in the destruction of a 
strong block-house on the Natawassauga, and 
of the last British armed vessel in those waters, 
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a schooner called the Nancy, commanded by | 
Lieutenant Worsley, of the Royal Navy. 


| Stevens was as active and useful as its com- | 


mencement had been brilliant and conspicuous. 
In 1816, when further Algerine hostilities were 
apprehended, he sailed with his honored com- 
mander and tried friend, Commodore Perry, in 
the Java, for the Mediterranean. 
served, in command of the Fox, under Commo- 
dore Porter, in the warfare against the pirates in 
the West Indies, where he distinguished himself 
on several occasions. In one instance he was suc- 
cessful in the capture of a noted piratical felucca, 
for which service he was rewarded by Congress. 
He subsequently commanded the sloop Ontario 
in the Mediterranean, performed various other 
duty ashore and afloat, and died, a post captain 
in the service, in 1841, at the early age of forty- 
seven, whilst in command of the Washington 
navy-yard and station. 


Such was the father of Lieutenant Stevens. | 
Surely, the services of such a sire should com- | 


mend such a son to the fostering care and gen- 
erous recompense of his country—a country so 
proud of, and so grateful to, her heroes. Surely, 
the summary dismissal of that son from the hon- 
orable service which his father illustrated by his 
valor, and in which he freely shed his blood, 
and in which he himself had faithfully served-— 
a dismissal without premonition, without.a hear- 


ing, without an assigned cause—is a wrong for | 


| which, in the language of the Secretary of the 


Navy, ‘‘ there should be, and will be, found a rem- 
edy.”’ 

Lieutenant Stanly has been twenty-three years 
in the service, and so far as I know sustained an 
irreproachable character. He was for the last 
ten months preceding the action of the board, 
stationed at the navy-yard, California, as exec- 
utive officer under Captain Farragut, doing the 
duties properly belonging to a commander, a lieu- 
tenant, iad amaster. ‘Those duties were at times 
of a most responsible kind, always most arduous 
and disagreeable, so much so, that every officer, 
civil or military, attached to the yard—every em- 
ployé engaged in it—received extracompensation, 
Lieutenant Stanly excepted, and he lived in a 
room twelve feet & fourteen feet, boarded off in 
a lime shed; yet during that time he never had a 
quarrel; and Captain Farragut says of him to the 
Department: 


‘* During his service at this yard under my coinmand, he | 


has always been prompt and attentive to his duty, and I 
have had no cause to complain of him either as an officer 
or as a gentleman.” 

He adds, that Lieutenant Stanly ‘is always the 
gentleman, so far as [ have any knowledge of his 
conduct;”’ and Captain Farragut and Lieutenant 
Stanly sailed together in 1841-’42and °43—one as 


| executive officer, the other as watch officer. 


Lieutenant Stanly, just previous to being at- 
tached to the navy-yard, California, commanded 
the sloop of war store-ship Warren in San Fran- 
cisco for a year, and performed all the duties prop- 
erly belonging to, and always performed by, a 
commodore, to the satisfaction of the Department, 
the Department writing him on one occasion, **you 


99 


/acted discreetly, evincing oe and vigi- 


| lance. 


During the time, Lieutenant Stanly had 
noquarrels. On his taking command of the War- 


ren, he found that her former captain had recom- 


mended to haul the ship on shore to make a hulk 
of her, supposing her to be so rotten that there 
was danger of her sinking at her anchors; and 
the Department wrote out, if she was not too 
rotten to sheathe her, (that is, to put planks all 
over her bottom,) if the nails would hold, or if 
her timbers were solid enough to use long spikes 


with nuts on the inner end. Lieutenant Stanly, | 


| instead of presuming that the ship was so rotten, 








April 15, 


Se 
because several of her former commanders gyp. 
| posed so, overhauled her, and found her so soung 
| as only to calk her, and reported to the Depart. 
| ment not to put her on the beach, but to let him 
_ take the spare sails and rigging from the first shj 
that came in, and he would bring her round Cape 
Horn, and to the eastern States; and that the 
ship’s hull now was better than many of the Eng. 
| lish ships as used inthe last war. He may claim 
to have saved a ship to the Navy, which can 


| easily be fitted out in time of war; and, though 


the Warren is not fast, she is one of the most 
_weatherly and best sea boats in bad weather, 

Just about eighteen months previous to Liey. 
tenant Stanly’s orders to the Warren, occurred 


The subsequent naval career of Lieutenant || the only troubles or quarrels that he has had in 


the Navy—difficulties in which a court-martial 
decided that he had been treated with oppression, 
|Immediately preceding these troubles was his 
| cruise during the war, during which he never had 


|| @ quarrel, ee with the enemy; and in the 
In 1824-’25 he || cre tha 
', ceived letters commendatory. Copies of some of 


cruises before that, as well as in that, he has re. 


| them I have before me: 


Buriineton, New Jersey, February 20, 1850. 
My pear Sir: In answer, I state to you, that I com. 
| manded the Princeton for upwards of four years. You were 
with me asa lieutenant for five months of the time, pre- 
vious to the Mexican war; and it affords me pleasure to 
testify to your ready attention to duty, as well as to your 
unhesitating manner in obeying all orders; merits not to 
| be overlooked by a commander, for they are useful exam. 
ples to your juniors, as well as to those who most require 

them, the seamen of the Navy. 
Very respectfully, your friend, F. ENGLE. 

| Lieutenant I. StTaNnty, United States Navy. 


PuILtavetpuia, February 22, 1856. 
Srr: Iam in receipt of your letter informing me that 
‘*¢ vou are one of the officers who have come under the sen- 
tence of the late retiring board,’? and requesting me to give 
you such a character as I may have formed of you when 
| serving under mycommand. Inanswer, [ doso with pleas- 
_ ure, in stating that your conduct during your entire service 
| with me was meritorious in the highest degree. In our at- 
tack on Guymas, you successfully sounded and sketched 
the approaches to the town, and were with the party who 
landed and took possession of the place. In the occupation 
of Mazatlan you were with the forces who landed, and was 
placed in charge of the most advanced post towards the 
enemy. During the occupation you were engaged with par- 
ties of the enemy in several instances, and in all your con- 
| chuct was praiseworthy ; and your abilities as an officer [ al- 
ways considered equal to any of your grade in the service. 
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
E. A. LAVALETTE, Captain. 
To F. Sranty, United States Navy. 
FREDERICKSBURG, VIRGINIA, February 29, 1856. 
Dear Sir: In answer to your letter of yesterday’s date, 
it affords me much pleasure to state that, while you were 
under my command in the Dale, during her cruise in the 
Pacific in 1848 and 1849, your conduct as an officer anda 
gentleman met with my entire approbation. As a mark of 
my confidence in you I send the following copy of a letter 
to Commodore Shubrick. 
JOHN RUDD, 


Very respectfully, 
Commander United States Navy. 





UnirepD States Navy-Yarp, Mare Isianp, 
October 20, 1855. 
Sir: At the request of Mr. Stanly, I take great pleasure 
| in stating to you that, during that officer’s service at this 
| yard under my command, he has been prompt and attentive 
to his duty; and I have had no cause to complain of him 
either as an officer or as a gentleman. 

Mr. Stanly is ardent in his temperament, and strong in his 
en but with it he is always the gentleman, so far 
as [ have any knowledge of his conduct; and [ regret the 
| board of offtcers have thought it necessary to place him on 

the furlough list. 
| Very respectfully, your obedient servant 
D. G. FARRAGUT, Commander. 
| Honorable Secretary of the Navy. 


| In anticipation of a war with Mexico. (May 

10, 1846,) he addressed a letter to the Navy De- 
partment, in which he says: ‘I respectfully beg 
_ to be considered an applicant for any duty where 
/energy and coolness, quick decision and courage, 

may be required.”’ In this respect he was grat- 

ified, and we soon find him on the Pacific coast. 
| He was highly commended by his commanding 
| officer for his activity, energy, and bravery in the 
| attack upon Cochov1, near the Gulf of California. 
| 





| Lieutenant Craven, in his official report, (vol. 1, 
2d session, Ex. Doc., p. 1136,) thus speaks of 
| Mr. Stanly: 


“Lieutenant Stanly with Midshipman Houston filed 
|| the right, whilst my immediate command proceeding to the 
left were surrounding the place, when the sentry on the 
| oan gave the alarm and fired upon us. Lieutenant 
Stanly, having at this moment reached the front of the bar- 
| racks, surprised and seized the sentry there with his ow" 
| hands, on which many who were within rushed out by the 

| rear of the house and fired upon my command.” * * 
“ To the efficient services of Lieutenant Stanly the success of 

| the expedition isin great part owing.” 
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1856. 
' He has now scarcely reached the meridian of 


and mental faculties. After a faithful discharge 
of all the duties of his profession, in war as well 


on the retired list, upon the frivolous pretext that 
he was ‘‘quarrelsome!”’ If his temper was of 
such a character as unfitted him to remain in 
active service, he ought to have been dropped. 
If he had ungovernable passions which unfit him 
to discharge the duties of an officer in command, 
he ought not to be pensioned on the Government. 


That the grossest injustice has been done to | 


both these gallant officers, no one can doubt; and 
[ sincerely hope we may be able to devise some 
plan by which the disgrace sought to be placed 
upon them by the naval board may be wiped 
out. If there be no remedy here, I cannot doubt, 
if the facts are fully presented to the Executive, 


he will not fail to restore them to their former | 


positions in the Navy. 

I move that the resolution be ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire, || 


it was 


Ordered, That Justin Spaulding have leave to withdraw | 


his petition and papers. 


On motion of Mr. YULEE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of John M. McIntosh be | 


withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. JAMES, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of William Jones be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Revoilution- 
ary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Wil- || 


liam H. De Forrest, for indemnity for property destroyed by 
the bombardment of Greytown, be withdrawn from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Court of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the administrator of Fran- | 


cis Burt be withdrawn from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Cornelius Vanderbilt and of Morti- 
mer Livingston, reported a bill to encourage ocean 
steam navigation, provide for the transportation 


of the mails by sea, and for other purposes; which | 


was read a first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the petitions of 
Elizabeth Dowdall, Moses Carter, Joseph Col- 
by, and Jacob W. Morse, submitted adverse re- 
ports; which were ordeted to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Morris Powers, sub- 


mitted a report, accompanied by a bill, granting | 


a pension to Morris Powers; which was read 
and passed to asecond reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Olivia W. Cannon, 
reported a bill granting a pension to Olivia W. 
Cannon, widow of Joseph L. Cannon, late a mid- 
shipman in the United Risten Navy; which was 
read and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill for the relief of Timothy 
Cavan, reported it back, with the recommenda- 
tion that itdo notpass. The report accompany- 
ing the bill was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Fi- 


Franck Taylor, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief. The bill was read the first 
time, and passed to a second reading; and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred a bill to provide 
for the sale by preémption of certain portions of 
the public lands to the States within which they 
lie, reported it back with an amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill for the im- 
provement of Taunton river, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, reported it back without amendment. 


| 

nance, to whom was referred the memorial of | cific instead of being in gross; the House disagreed 
| 
| 
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|| to the public lands, appertaining to the Spring- 
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as peace, he finds himself degraded and placed | 
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] Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- the motion to insist on the third amendment of 
life, and is in the full possession of his oo || tary Affairs, to whom was referred the joint res- || th 


e Senate to add to the bill: 


Sec. 2. and be it further enacted, That the amounts dis 
bursed, or that may be disbursed, out of the moneys appro 
priated for the support of the Military Academy by the acts 
of May 10, 1854, and March 3, 1855, in payment of addi 
tional compensation to the librarian, assistant librarian, 
and certain enlisted men at that post, be passed to the credit 
of the disbursing officer: Provided, That the additional pay 
to the said librarian and assistant librarian shall not exceed 
the sum of $120 each per annum ; and to the non-commis- 
sioned officer in charge of mechanics and other laborers at 
the post, the soldier acting as clerk in the adjutant’s office, 
and the four enlisted men in the philosophical and chemical 
department and lithographic office, shall not exceed the 
sum of $50 each per annum; and that a like measure of 
compensation be hereby authorized to be allowed hereafter 
for such services respectively. 


| olution of the House of Representatives relating 


field and Harper’s Ferry armories, and the North 
Carolina arsenal, reported it back without amend- 
|| ment. 
| Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill making 
appropriation for the improvement of Cape Fear 
river, in North Carolina, reported it back with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a report of the Secretary of War, in 
| answer to a resolution of the Senate calling for in- 

formation in regard to the falls of the Red river, 

reported a bill providing for the survey of the falls || arreed to. 

of the Red river at or near Alexandria; which was || ~ FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 
|| read, and passed to a second reading. ‘ | Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, during the 

He also, from the same committee, to whom || _-.- oP na: Mathitd ‘waietanan ane 
was referred the report of the Secretary of War, TEE fh. lunaedt achiaten d pee eee 
in answer toa senainiianl of the Senate calling for (Mr. Crarron] submitted a resolution calling for 
os mt tet ater or ee eat . Atchafalava || & journal of the proceedings of the Board of the 
information ss lation to the Dar in Atchara “se American Commissioners at Paris to liquidate and 


b . bill providing fo e survey of : : . : : 
aay eens a = os amo x » : hich » 4 audit the claims of American citizens against the 
tf . z y ’ zg . ms . , . r . . 
Pe ey Cte wan we French Government, under the convention of 


1803. lLIask that that resolution, as it is a mere 
resolution calling for information, may be taken 
up and passed. My colleague is too unwell to 
attend here to-day, and I make the motion on his 
behalf. 
Mr. YULEE. 
to debate ? 
Mr. BAYARD. It is only a resolution calling 
for certain papers from the State Department. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to lay 
before the Senate the original journal of proceedings of the 
ve Std Board of American Commissioners at Paris to liquidate and 
| dent pre tempore. audit the claims of American citizens against the French 
} BILLS INTRODUCED. || Government, being for debts due to them, and for the satis 
j faction of which provision was made by the convention 
Mr. JONES, of lowa, asked, and by unani- |) between the United States and France of April 30, 1803. 
|} mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill Also, to lay before the Senate a copy from said journal 
|| for the relief of the Tampico volunteers: which of the adjudications of said claims therein recorded under 
, d twice by its title d referred to the the respective titles of an alphabetical index to the certifi 
was read twice Dy Its lille, and relerred to Me |! cates of admittance, and an alphabetical index to the cer 
|| Committee on Military Affairs. tificates of rejection; and a copy from said journal of the 
|| Mr. SUMNER, in pursuance of previous no- || proceedings of the board as recorded on the Ist day of De- 
|| tice, asked, and obtained leave to introduce.a bill cenit, Fane ee 8 day on which the commission of 
(S. No. 250) supplementary to an act entitled Mr. YULEE. I prefer that we should % 
* An actin addition to an act to promote the prog- || Ts FV aahelae 8 preven eOes we mnaeee. RAG ae 
| ress of the useful arts, and to repeal all acts and || “P the resolution. As I understand it, it proposes 
8S se 8; pepe Si : . oa eins linmienn ti »g . ahaa. 
parts of acts heretofore made for that purpose;”’ on for original papers from the State Depart 
which was read the first and second time, and oS a ae 4 
| referred to the Committee on Patents and the Mr. BAYARD. It calls for certain papers in 
|| the State Department, but it is amere call for in- 
Patent Office the State D t t, but it li f 
| c - . . 
, . . ) ation. 

Mr. PUGH, in pursuance of previous notice, fe Me TULEE I. andecotand i calla Mec ecintien! 
| asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for core eae eae wr “ee 
| the improvement of the navigation at the falls of || P oe ~_ 
| the Ohio river; which was read twice by its title, 

and referred to the Committee on Roads and 


The motion to insist on this amendment was 


| 


|| read, and passed to a second reading. 
| REVISION OF SENATE RULES. 


' 

Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolu- 
|| tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
| sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a select committee of three be appointed 
to take into consideration the rules of the Senate, and 
report such amendments to the existing rules as may be 
deemed necessary. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, and by unant- 
mous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the committee be appointed by the Presi- 


Is it a resolution that will lead 


| 


' 


Mr. HUNTER. Let the resolution be read 


again. 


~The Secretary again read it. 
——— || Mr. BAYARD. If objected to, perhaps it had 
MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. better go over. [do not know what isthe motive 
Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Finance || of my colleague in calling for the information. 


|| have had under consideration the subjects of dis- 
agreement between the two Houses on the bill 
|| (H. R. No. 69) making appropriations for the 
| Support of the Military Academy, for the year 
| ending June 30, 1857. The House disagreed to 
| the first and third amendments of the Senate. The 
first amendment appropriates $15,000 ‘‘ for gas- 
| house and apparatus;’’ the third amendment re- 
| lates to the appropriation of certain small sums, 
| amounting in all to $500, for the payment of the 
| librarian, assistant librarian, and some other 
officers at West Point, who have heretofore been | 
| paid out of a gross appropriation. A difficulty 
a arisen in the Department in regard to passing 
| the accounts, because the appropriation was not 


He is too unwell to attend. If the papers are 
originals, — will be perfectly safe here. I see 
no ground of objection to the resolution on that 
score; but if itgives rise to any debate I think it 
had better go over. J supposed that a call for 
information, at any time, would hardly ever be 
objected to. 
he PRESIDENT. The question is on taking 
| up the resolution. 
Mr. HUNTER. I supposed that the Senator 
| from Delaware was willing to allow it to go over. 
Mr. BAYARD. I will consent to that, if there 
is to be any debate. I have no desire myself to 
debate it. It is a mere call for information. 
Mr. HUNTER. Itis a call for original pa- 
specific enough. The Senate adopted an amend- || pers. 
ment by which this appropriation was made spe- Mr. BAYARD. Suppose they are original 
papers; I do not see that there is anything im- 
proper in that. 
r. HUNTER. But there is danger of loss. 
It is very unusual to call for original papers. I 
have never known it to be done, except seme- 
times for the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
Mr. BAYARD. Perhaps the original papers 
were called for because it would take too long to 
copy them. I wish to get the information. 
I'he motion to take up the resolution was not 


agreed to. 


toit. The Committee on Finance recommend that 
the Senate insist on this third amendment, which | 
| is necessary in order to enable the usual accounts 
| to be settled, and recede from the first amendment | 
| for the gas-house. I ask that the question be | 
| taken on these amendments. 
| ThePRESIDENT. The first question will be 
| on the motion of the Senator from Virginia to | 
| recede from the first amendment of the Senate 
|| disagreed to by the House, which is to add to | 
|| the bill ‘* for gas-house and apparatus, $15,000.” | DISTRICT ARMORY. 
{| The motion was agreed to. || Mr. YULEE. As the morning business seem= 
| The PRESIDENT. The question now is on '! to be through with, I propose, if agreeable to the 
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Senate, to take up the motion which I submitted 


TH 


some days since, for the reconsideration of the | 


resolution relating to the District armory. 

The PRESIDENT. The hour has arrived for 
the consideration of a special order. 

Mr. YULEE. [I think this is a privileged 
question, being a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. EVANS. ‘Tio-day was set apart for the 
bill to provide for the payment of the claims of 
the officers of the Revolution. 1 think it is entitled 
to precedence of any other business; and | hope, 
therefore, if there are any previous orders, they 
will be postponed, and that that bill, which has 
been before the Senate for two months, will be 
taken up. I make a motion to that effect. 

The PRESIDENT. That is the bill which 
was made the special order for to-day at half-past 
twelve o’clock. The motion of the Senator from 
Florida, however, is a privileged question—to 
reconsider the vote of the Senate ona joint reso- 
iution which has been already passed by the body. 
The joint resolution (S. R. No. 13) changing 
the location of the District armory from the Mall 
to Judiciary square, in the city of Washington, 
has been passed; and the question is on recon- 
sidering the vote by which the joint resolution 
was passed. 

Mr. YULEE. Itis proper that I should state 
to the Senate the grounds on which I moved the 
reconsideration. During the last session, to the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation act, at the 
instance of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which the subject had been referred, and by 
which committee a bill to accomplish the object 
had been reported, an amendment was appended 
appropriating $30,000 for the erection of an 
armory for the use of the volunteers of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and as a place of deposit for 
models of arms and trophies. The site was to 
be selected by the President; and the building 
was to be constructed under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. 
select a site; and [am informed that he did so 
after a personal inspection and report from the 
colonel of ordnance, various merorials from 
eitizens of Washington, and resolutions of the 
volunteer companies, who in public meetings 
unanimously approved the site for the building. 
The site was selected, and the Secretary of War 
»roceeded to make provision for its construction, 
Through every step of the proeceding on the part 
of the Presidentand the Secretary, the utmost care 
was observed to confine the cost of the building, 
with all its incidental expenses, to the amount of 
appropriation prescribed by Congress. 

At the present session, the Committee on the 
District of Columbia have reported a jeint reso- 
lution directing a change of the site from the 
Mall, on which it was located by the President, 
to Judiciary square, peremptorily, and restricting 
the Department to the amount appropriated at 
the last session. I[ think the action of the com- 
mittee and of the Senate, in adopting this resolu- 
tion, was premature and without fullconsideration, 
and I have therefore moved a reconsideration. 

Upon both grounds I think the committee were 
inerror. First, in respect to the eligibility of 
location, I think beyond doubt the President is 
right in the decision which he has made. The 
location which he has selected, besides being cen- 
tral, is the only one which wn the con- 
struction of a building suitable to the purpose 
within the amount of appropriation to which the 
Secretary was limited. It appears, by the report 
which has been laid on our tables this morning, 
that, by the estimate of the colonel of ordnance, 
Colonel Craig, it will require an additional ex- 
penditure of $12,000 to make the same building 
on Judiciary square which the contractors are 
under obligation to erect on the Mall at the site 
selected. ‘These $12,000 will cither be a deduc- 
tion from the amount of $30,000 which is appro- 
priated to the building, and musttherefore reduce 
the character, size, and utility of the building, 
or there must be an additional appropriation of 
$12,000 made Ly Congress to accomplish the pur- 
pose. This additional cost proceeds from the 
necessity of filling up a ravine, and preparing the 
ground on Judiciary square for a foundation, 
and from the additional costs of transportation 
for the materials. 

1 requested yesterday that the contractors 
should be sent for; and | inquired from them what 


The President proceeded to | 


difference of cost would be required for the con- || proposals. 
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| struction of the same building at Judiciary square 
which they are about putting up in the present 
locality. They informed me by a letter, which I 
have ab that the difference would be at least 
five thousand dollars. I asked why? 


| hood of the canal to the present site of the build- 


The an- | 


swer was, that, in consequence of the neighbor- | 


ing, materials can be brought alongside the spot | 


where they are to be used; butif the location 


were changed as proposed, it would be necessary | 


to haul all the materials from the canal to Judi- 
ciary square. The colonel of ordnance thinks 


the difference of cost for that portion of the change | 


would not be so much; but still it would be very 
considerable. 


This is not the only cost to which we should 
The effect of the location at Judi- | 


be subjected, 
ciary square, which is now proposed, will be, 
to impose on the Government the necessity of 
making a large appropriation for the construction 
of another hospital building elsewhere, 


Itis pro- | 


posed by this joint resolution to place the armory | 
onthe same square where the hospital now exists. | 


It is perfeetly plain that the rolling of drums, the 


firing of guns, the collection of large concourses | 


of men inand about the armory at the parades of 
the volunteers, will necessarily occasion a noise 


that must be not only uncomfortable, but injuri- | 


ous to the health of the invalids occupying the 
hospital. The immediate consequence of the con- 


struction of this building there will be, that we | 
shall be called upon, from motives of humanity, | 
to make an appropriation for the construction of | 


another hospital elsewhere, remote from these 
annoyances and inconveniences. 

Now, ! understand the only objection to the 
location of the building on the Mall is that it 
will interfere with projects which are in view for 
the improvement and adornment of the Mall. 
Then it seems one object to be accomplished by 
the transfer of this building is to lay a founda- 
tion for alarge expenditure of money in the orna- 
menting of that portion of the city; so that on 
every hand the angars is to suffer. We are 
to suffer, in the first place, to the amount of 


$12,000 by transferring the site of the building | 


to Judiciary square. We shall, in consequence 


of that transier, in all probability be obliged | 
to build a hospital elsewhere, and also to make | 


appropriations for the adornment and improve- | 


| ment of the Mall. ‘That object will be, in a great 


degree, accomplished, so far as this portion of 


the Mall is concerned, by the present appropria- 
tion, and the incidents connected with the im- 
provement of the building. 

The other portion of the joint resolution, that 
provision in relation to the appropriation, it seems 
to me, involves a censure—unintentional, I have 
no doubt, on the part of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, the chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia—upon the Secretary of War. 


| The law making the original appropriation espe- | 


cially required the application of that appropria- 
tion by the Secretary of War. If, therefore, there 
has been any wrong done, it has been done b 
him. ‘There is a general statute which makes it 
illegal for the head of a Department to make a 
contract for an amount exceeding the existing 
appropriation applicable to the purpose. If, there- 
fore, he has made a contract which would involve 
a greater amount than the appropriation made 
by Congress, he has become subject to censure, 
because he has violated an existing law. So far 
from the Secretary and the President being sub- 
jee to censure on that score, and, therefore, so 
ar from there being any necessity for the reiter- 
| ation of the enactment to which I have alluded, 


the utmost care has been taken to confine the 
cost of construction to the appropriation made 
by Congress. The President when he approved 
the selection of the site made this indorsement: 


“The site recommended by Colonel Craig in the within 
report is selected forthe erection of a building for the arms 
of the volunteers of the District of Columbia, to be of a 
size and arrangement which can be completed without ex- 
ceeding the appropriation of $30,000,*° 


The Secretary of War issued, in consequence 
| of the action of the President, a direction to the 
chief of the ordnance bureau to invite proposals 
for the building, and direeted him to state the 
amount appropriated, ‘* so that bidders may know 
|| the limit eyond which it is useless to go in their 


by this clause of the resolution, it is evident that 
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Then, when the proposals were received, and 
were about to be acted on, and were submitted 
to the Secretary by the colonel of ordnance, he 
indorsed on the report of the colonel these jn. 
structions: 

War DeparTMENT, October 25, 1855, 


The contract will be entered into with the lowest bidder 
whose proposal is in conformity with the advertisement. 
Due care will be taken not to exceed the sum appropriated 
for the construction of the armory by additions or modifica. 
tions which will increase the prime cost of the building 
including the necessary expenses in superintending the 
work. JEFF’N DAVIs, 

Secretary of War, 

In obedience to that order, a contract was made 
for a sum between $27,000 and $28,000, leaving 
a surplus applicable to the expenses of superin- 
tendence and other incidental expenses. The 
amount originally appropriated will complete the 
building entirely asa structure. It is objected, | 
believe, by the Committee on the District of Co. 
lumbia, that the contract does not include pro- 
vision for racks. Why, sir, they are movables; 
they are a part of the furniture, and are not in- 
cluded in the structure. It is objected also that 
the contract does not include the painting of the 
building. It is a brick building, such as it is not 
usual to paint, and therefore that would be merely 
ornamental. The Secretary made no provision 
for painting; but, if Congress chooses, it can make 
an appropriation for ornamental purposes. This 
building will last two hundred years or more, 
without paint, as other brick buildings of the 
same material last without paint. 

There is, then, a building provided for all the 
purposes contemplated by the law, and the cost is 
within the appropriation which has been made. 
It has, however, been objected that the Department 
has been at fault in permitting the work to pro- 
ceed after action had been commenced by the Bis. 
trict Committee, and while the resolution was 
pending changing the location. The justification 
for thatis plain. The contract contained this pro- 
vision: 

‘¢ And it is further agreed by the contracting parties, that 
the foundations of the said above-mentioned work shall not 
be laid, nor the exeavations for the same made, before the 
Ist day of April, 1856, and that thereafter the work shall 


proceed as rapidly as possible, and without unnecessary 
delay, till the same be finally completed.” 


The obligation of the contractors was to com- 
mence preparing for the foundations on the Ist of 
April, and Tey were to proceed without unneces- 
sary delay. The consequence of any delay caused 
by the Government would be to impose on the 
Government an obligation to pay a claim of the 
contractors for damages. That the contractors 
were looking to the probability or possibility of 
such an occurrence may be inferred from the fact 
that, immediately on noticing the report of the 
proceedings of the Senate on this resolution, they 
advertised in one of the city papers that they 
would hold the Government responsible for dam- 
ages if there were any delay or any attempt to 
transfer the location of the structure from the site 
contemplated in the contract to any other. 

But what was the action of the Secretary on the 
note of the committee to the superintendent request- 
ing adelay? I refer to this point merely because 
it has been. méntioned, as a matter of complaint 
against the Department, that pending proceedings 
here it has permitted the work to progress so far 
as the contractors chose to progress with it. On 
the 5th of the present month, the head of the ord- 
nance bureau addressed this letter to the Secretary 
of War: 

OrpNANCE Orrice, April 5, 1856. 

The within letter from Major Bell, inclosing a note to 
bim from the Hon. Mr. Brown, of the Senate, is respect- 
fully submitted to the Secretary of War for instructions, 
if any are deemed necessary in the case. 

A contract for the erection of the District armory on the 
ground selected by the President has been duly executed; 
and the contractors, Messrs. Bird & Company, have taken 
measures to procure the necessary material for the build- 
ing, part of which has been, I understand, deposited on the 
ground selected, more is daily expected, and they are desir- 
ous to commence work forthwith, which they were author- 
ized by the contract to do on the first instant. They say 
they are now sufferitig great inconvenience from the delay, 
and [have no doubt of the truth of the statement ; and will, 
of course, have a strong claim against the Government for 
compensation for their losses. do not feel authorized, 
under the circumstances of the case, to give directions 10 
Major Bell for further. delay in the premises, but will leave 


it for him to proceed according to the contract, uuless other- 
wise directed by you. 
Instructions at your earliest convenience are requested. 
I. K. CRAIG 


Colonel of nance. 





| 
| 
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On that letter the Secretary made this indorse- | Mr. BROWN. Isay thatthe paper states that || was rejected because there was not room for the 


ment: 


The views of the chief of ordnance are concurredin. The 
contract was made in conformity with the law, and this 
Department will assume no responsibility which might 


yitiate the contract, or give the contractor a claim for | 


JEFF’N DAVIS, 


amages- 
oars Secretary of War. 


This was the only one, of ten proposals which | 


were made, that came within the appropriation. 
It is altogether uncertain whether another pro- 
Sogal can be obtained forthe construction of such 
« building as is desired within the amount. The 


Department would, I apprehend, have been bed 
1 


much at fault if it had taken a course whic 


would justify the contractors in throwing up | 


their contract, or which would involve the Gov- 
ernment in a claim for damages. 


Now, sir, it is proper that I should make some | 


explanation in regard to the delay which has oc- 
curred in the action of the Senate on this ques- 
tion, for the purpose of showing that it is owing 


to no fault on the part of the mover of the reso- || 


jution that it has not been taken up earlier. As 
soon as my attention was called to the subject, 
and 1 came to the conclusion that we had pro- 
bably acted prematurely on the morning when 
the resolution was first passed, I moved a recon- 
sideration. 
man ofthe District Committee was absent on ac- 
count of indisposition, by which he was confined 
to his room for several days afterwards. 
request of an associate member of the Committee 


on the District of Columbia, I permitted the mat- || 


ter to lie until the Senator wasin his seat. Then— 


I having in the mean time called for information— | 


I understood from the Senator that he would 
postpone the consideration of the subject until 
the information called for by my resolution should 
be received. The answer was received yesterday, 
and has been laid on our tables to-day in a printed 


form. ‘This, therefore, has been the earliest mo- | 


ment at which it was possible to take up the sub- 
ject. I think it would be advisable to reconsider 
the resolution. Even if not reconsidered with a 
view of rejecting it, I think it would be desirable 
to do so, with a view of referring it to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, in order that there 
may be a more mature examination of the sub- 
ject, inasmuch as the appropriation originated 
with that committee. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, unless the Sen- || 


ator has examined the record, and speaks by the 


record when he says that the original appropria- | 


tion was made on the recommendation of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, I should feel dis- 


posed to doubt the entire accuracy of the state- | 


ment. 

Mr. YULEE. Here is the report. 

Mr. BROWN. I know thatat the last session 
of Congress this precise question was before the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. It was 
discussed there. I opposed the proposition, and 
I understood at one time that the committee had 
determined to report against it. My recollection 
is—I only speak from recollection—that the then 
Senator from Georgia, (Mr. Dawson,) proposed 
the item as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia; but thatis a point of very little conse- 
wee If the Senate will give me its attention 

shall explain the whole matter, and state the 
motives which have prompted the Committee on 
the District of Columbia from the beginning in 
reference to it. First let me say, that there was 
no want of courtesy on my part, and none was 
designed on the part of the committee, towards 
the President or towards the Secretary of War. 
I do not suppose that a solitary member of the 
committee ever had the idea in his mind’s eye 
for an instant, that the President or the Secretary 
of War cared one sixpence about this matter one 
way or the other. e had reason to think that 
they did not care about it. A resolution had been 
adopted by the Senate, calling on the President 
to state where the site had been selected. He 
sent in a communication, which I now have in 


my hand—one of the printed documents—and that 


paper does not even bear upon it the indorse- 
ment of the President’s approval of this location. 

Mr. YULEE. The President sent precisely 
what was called for. The resolution which he 


answered only called for information as to where 


the location was. 


I regretted to learn that the chair- | 


3y the || 


|| the resolution called on him to inform the Senate 
War DepaRTMENT, “April 5, 1856. || 


in what manner the duty of locating the site of 


| this building had been discharged, and his answer 


does not show that the President indorsed the 
report of the colonel of ordnance, who made the 


| location of the building. 


Mr. YULEE. The Senator is mistaken in the 
nature of the call. If he will read the resolution, 
he will see that he is mistaken. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 read from the reply, as fol- 
lows: 


‘Tn answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 26th 
ultimo, requesting infornmration in regard to the site to be 
used for the preservation of arms, ordnance, &c., of the 
United States, under the act approved March 3, 1855, I 
transmit a letter from the Secretary of War, with the ac- 
companying report from the Chief of Ordnance, containing 


| the information.” 


Mr. YULEE. Respecting the site only. 
Mr. BROWN. Was not the President’s ap- 


pk a part of the proceeding,in reference to the 


ocation of the site? For aught that appears on 
these papers, it was done by H. K. Craig, Colo- 
onel of Ordnance, without the approval of the 
| President or anybody else. This is how I was 
misled as to the Procttint caring, or indeed know- 
| ing a great deal about this matter. 1 supposed 
at the time that the facts were these: that the 
President had referred the subject to the Secre- 
tary of War; that the Secretary of War had 
referred it to the colonel of ordnance; and that 
be had gone, as the report shows, with Colonel 
| Hickey, commander of the District militia, and 
selected this site; and that this was all that had 
been done in reference to it, and that on such a 
proceeding they were going on to erect the build- 
ing. The committee believed that it was wrong 
to locate the building at the point selected. As 
they had the subject under consideration during 
the last Congress, they thought it was proper for 
| them to take charge of it again. They proposed 
| to change the site; but not for the purpose of re- 
buking the Secretary of War, or the President, 
as my friend from Florida seems to intimate; I 
am sure I did not think about either of them, nor 
do I suppose any other member of the committee 
did. Our minds were directed to what we con- 
sidered to be the point involved. We saw that 
| here was a building which, if built in accordance 
with what the Senator says is to be its plan, will 
be avery inferior building; but it is to be put upon 
a reservation, which measures a little over seven- 
| teen acres of ground, in the very heart of the city 
of Washington. The committee did not believe 

that any such building ought to be placed there; 
| and, I say again, without intending to offend the 
President, or Secretary, or anybody else, they in- 
troduced a resolution simply tochange the site, and 
they proposed to change it to Judiciary Square. 
Why did they do that? Because, on looking at 
the report which the President had sent to us, and 
which contained all the papers which we had on 
the subject at the time we found this: 

“The next sites examined were on reservation No. 9, in 
the rear of the City Hall.” 

That is Judiciary Square. 

*“ This locality is more central than the others; it is dry, 
and portions of it level, and in condition for building upon.”’ 

Now, what becomes of the Senator’s declara- 
tion that it will cost us $12,000 to prepare a site in 
Judiciary Square? 

Mr. YULEE. Colonel Craig only says that 
‘* portions”’ of it are fit to build upon. 

Mr. BROWN. Well, take the portions that 
| are fit to build upon, and not hunt for a place 
which is not fit to build upon. Ina report sub- 
mitted to-day, Colonel Craig says: 

“The reservation, No, 9, has various public buildings 
erected upon it, and although there are upon it several in- 
termediate spaces large enough for a building that would 


contain the arms of the District volunteers, there would not 
be much room for a tasteful extension hereafter.”’ 








the committee, among other things, wished to 
arrest. The ground at Judiciary Square was suit- 
able for building upon; it was large enough for 
the house which Congress contemplated; but there 
was not room for ‘tasteful extension!”” We 
wanted no ‘‘ tasteful extension;’’ we wanted the 
house built which Congress had provided for. 
The report shows that this very reservation was 
not only the most central place for it, but the 
| ground was large enough for the erection of such 
‘| a building as Congress contemplated. ‘That site 


Sir, it was ‘‘ tasteful extension hereafter’’ that | 


** tasteful extension”? which officers of the Gov- 
ernment thought proper to intimate ought to be 
made. 

This is the intimation which we have that there 
is to be an extension of this building beyond what 
Congress calculated upon; but upon looking into 
the report made by Colonel Craig to the Secretary 
of War in December last, what do we find? 

** Plans combining the three purposes have been prepared, 
and proposals have been invited for the erection of the 
building; but as the expenditure is timited to the appropri 
ation, It Is not expected that any offers of a satisfactory 
kind will be made.” 

I read this from page 545 of the second part 
of the President’s Message and accompanying 
documents for this session. 

Mr. YULEE. That is not the report of the 
Secretary of War. 

My. BROWN. It is the report of Colonel 
Craig, who made the other report upon which 
the Senator himself has been commenting this 
morning. It was made to the Secretary of War 
at the beginning of our session. In it he says, 
in a note: 

“Since this was written, a bid has been accepted and a 
contract made for building the armory on the plan com 
bining the three purposes; but in order to bring the bid 
within the available means, it was necessary to omit from 
the specifications of the work required by the plan, the 
furniture of the building, such as gun racks and accouter 
ment presses, and the painting of these and the outside 
walls. Should it be deemed advisable to provide for the 
omitted work, and to carry out the proposition immediately 
following, in relation to the reception and arrangement of 
models of small-arms, under the direction of the inspector 
of that branch, an additional appropriation will be required.’’ 


Now, suppose you put up a library, are not 
shelves a part of the library hall? Of what ad- 
vantage would a library hall be without shelves 
on which to put the books? You erect an armory 
here; if you have no gun racks and no accouter- 
ment cases, can the building be occupied? Why, 
sir, these things are just as much a part of the 
building as its roof. It cannot be occupied for 
the purpose for which you construct it without 
them. 

Mr. YULEE. 
those matters. 

Mr. BROWN. Are the volunteers bound to 
put gun-racks there, or to make accouterment 
cases for the Government accouterments? What 
business is it of theirs? If they are their private 
arms, let them keep them in their private houses. 
Who believes that you are going to stop at this? 
Who does not believe that the Government will 
put the racks there, will put the accouterment 
| cases there, and will finish off the building? As 
| the report says, a further appropriation will be 
necessary for that purpose, and who doubts that 
it will be made? Son 

‘© A favorable opportunity is presented of submitting a 
proposition, which I accordingly do, of enlarging the first 
plan and estimate submitted by this office, so as to give ac 
commodation for the reception and arrangement of models 


of small arms, under the direction of the inspecting officer 
of that important branch of the service.”’ 


The volunteers can attend to 


Here is the recommendation sent to us in the 


|| documents accompanying the President’s mes- 


| sage. 
Mr. YULEE. Not by the Secretary of War 

Mr. BROWN. I have not said that it was rec- 
ommended by the Secretary. I have repeated 
half a dozen times, that I was not thinking of the 
Secretary; but I was speaking of the man who 
had charge of this work, and of his official report. 
I did say, and I now repeat from the document 
itself, that we have his recommendat‘on for the 
| extension and enlargement of the building. 1 
| found upon the papers no evidence that that ree- 
oubiaaniiion had not received the favor of the 
| Department. It came to me through an official 
'| source—through the War Department, coming to 
| the Senate with the annual message of the Pres- 
|ident. It was a report from the very man who 
had charge of the work; and I supposed it was a 
portion of the proceedings proper to be regarded 
'and to be commented upon, as much so as the 
| report of the Secretary of War, or of any other 

head of a Department. 
|| But, in addition to that, I ask my colleagues 
|| upon the committee whether Major Bell, the au- 
perintendent of this work, did not bring into the 
committee-room drawings of the building, show- 
ing that the plan was to erect a house with an 
|| east and west wing, with a central building; and 
|| whether this contract is not for one of the wings 
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Scene atm tiennnaneneen I 
only of that proposed plan ? 
of the building, according to the drawings, can be 
put up with the money now ap yropriated, 


priations. 


ter of dollars to put a dome on this Capitol, is 
there a Senator here who would have voted for 
the first dollar? 
estimate now. When you were first asked to 
make a little appropriation of $5,000 for a survey 


Yet, | understand that is the | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 





Less than one third |, is unable to attend the Senate to-day. He has 


been very much of an invalid for the last four or 


We | five days; and has been confined to his room. 
all know very well how from litde beginnings like | 
this we are drawn inch by inch into large appro- | 
Why, sir, if you had been told last 

year that it was to cost you a million and a quar- | 


He is not able to attend and address the Senate 
to-day. He is, however, convalescent, and hopes 
to be able to submit his remarks on Monday next. 
_ Ll propose, therefore, to take up the Kansas bill 
| and postpone it until Monday next, at one o’clock, 
and make it the special order for that day, with 
the understanding that my colleague will then 
address the Senate. 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 


for the Washington aqueduct, did it occur to you || consent the Chair will entertain the motion of 


that it was to involve us in a costof three or four | 


millions of dollars ? 


As one of the members of the Senate, as amem- | 


ber of that committee who had charge of this in- 
vestigation, I felt it to be my duty to inform the 
Senate how this building was being commenced, 


so that the Senate should not hereafter, by any || 

default of mine, charge that they had not been | 
’ . . o - | 

fuily advised in reference to the facts of the case 


before they undertook this work. I did believe, 
I do now believe, and I state upon my honor, 
that, in my opinion, if this work is not arrested, 
it will ultimately cost this Government a quarter 
of a million of dollars. 


lect of his duty. I have not so charged; I have 
not so intimated; but I cannot close my eyes to 
the fact that, in all probability, on the 4th of next 
March, the present Secretary of War will leave 
his office, and somebody else will succeed him. 
Then the reports of Colonel Craig, and the draw- 
ings to which I have alluded, will be treated as 


ning, and, as such, will be submitted to his suc- 


cessor and to our successors; and we shall be | 


asked, as we have been in reference to other mat- 
ters, to go on according to the original design. 
The next Congress will be told that the original 
purpose was to build a house with two wings and 
amain building. It will be said: ‘* Here are the 


drawings; here is the recommendation of Col- | 


onel Craig, the colonel of ordnance who had 


charge of the work. It is true we only contracted | 


for $30,000 in the beginning because we only had 


$30,000; but the design of Congress evidently || 
was, from the proofs which we exhibit to you, | 


to erect a building according to this plan.”” And, 
then, when the facts are forgotten, when the 
resent Secretary shall be succeeded by some- 


vody else, additional appropriations will be pro- || 


posed, and they will be slipped into appropria- 
tion bills, and by-and-by we shall wake up to the 
reality that we have spent a quarter of a million 
of dollars fora building for which we never had 
any use under heaven, and for which we have 
no use now 


Mr. WELLER. 





know that it follows, as a consequence, that 
Senators have a right to discuss it to the exclu- 
sion of other business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair understands this to be a 
motion for the reconsideration of the vote by 
which a joint resoluuon was passed by this body. 
Such a motion it has already been decided by the 


President of the Senate (and the present occu- || 


ae of the chair will concur in that decision) to 
» a privileged question, which does take prece- 


dence even of the special orders; and it holds | 


that position so long as it shall be under discus- 
s10n, 


Mr. WELLER. The motion is undoubtedly || 


a privileged one; but after it has been entered, it 
tae its place with other business, and certainly 
does not supersede special orders assigned for 
one o’clock. That, in my judgment, is the proper 
construction of the rule. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair re- | 


rards the motion as pending while under discus- | 
£ 


sion; and, while pending, it takes precedence. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK, If the Senator from 
Mississippi will indulge me fora moment, [ will 
open of the question so as to rid me of any 
embarrassment. 
Mr. BROWN, I yield. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
that from indisposition my colleague 


In saying this, [ do not | 
mean to charge the Secretary of War with neg- | 


the Senator from Alabama. The Chair hears no 
objection; and the bill to which he alludes (S. No. 
172) is before the Senate for consideration. The 
motion is, that it shall be postponed to Monday 
next, and made the special order for that day, at 
one o’clock, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on the motion to reconsider the vote, by which 


the joint resolution changing the location of the || 


|| District armory from the Mall to Judiciary square 
|| was passed. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not mean to worry the 
Senate with this question, though I really think it 
is of consequence. The site on which it is pro- 


|| posed to erect this building, as I remarked before, 


I desire to inquire, as the | 
hour of one o’clock has arrived, whether this | 
motion takes precedence of the special order | 
assigned for one o’clock? I believe that a motion | 
to reconsider is a privileged motion; but I do not | 


a site in the neighborhood of this city, and paid | 
| Q y, and paid | 


I wish ot yto state, | ing ought to have gone there. 
M 


contains seventeen acres of ground, lying directly 
between the Capitol and the Potomac river. This 


it is proposed to spoil, as I think, with this build- | 


ing, and to give up as a mere parade ground. 
The interests involved, in my opinion, greatly 


|| exceed the simple question of the $30,000 which 
evidences of what Congress meant in the begin- | 


happens to have been appropriated. If gentle- 
men will take the trouble to look into the past 
history of our legislation, they will find that when 
you erected your ‘Treasury 
|| is a national building—it was put on the Presi- 
| dent’s square. Why was it not placed on the 
|| Mall? Because at that day the President and those 
who had the location of that building believed 
it to be right to preserve the Mall from encroach- 
|, ment. Ata later day, when you built the Patent 
Office, why was not that put upon the Mall? It 
‘|| was not done, because the gentleman who had 
control of public affairs then thought that this res- 
| ervation ought to be preserved. When you built 
your Post Office eee why did you buy 
1 


| the ground on which it was erected, instead of 
| taking the Mall, which you owned? 
My friend from California asks me—I hardly 
| like to stop to answer such a question—why do 
|| we wish to preserve it? Sir, why does Philadel- 
| phia pay large sums of money for public parks? 
Why has New York within the last twelve 
|; months paid $6,000,000 for a public park? Why 
| is Boston Common to-day considered the beauty 
and the glory of that ancient city ? Because these 
reservations, in the course of time, as cities grow 
large and old, become the very lungs through 
| which your population breathe. Thatis the rea- 
son why we wish to preserve this reservation. 
When you located your Military Asylum why 
did you not putthat on the Mall? You selected 





| 


|| $50,000 for the ground on which to locate it. 
Two years ago, when you were about to locate 
|| the Lunatic Asylum, why was not that put there ? 
|| Then you paid a large sum of money for ground 
| upon whieh to locate that building. Now, sir, 
when you are about to erect buildings for the 
| War, State, and Navy Departments—national 
| buildings—why do you not put them there? It 
seems that nothing 1s to go there but this poor, 
|| little miserable armory; and it is to be placed 
|| there because certain men desire to use the Mall 
as a parade ground for their holiday soldiers— 
| ground which has been held sacred—which was 
first laid off by the Father of his Country, as I am 
| prepared to aaah I have the plan of the city 
signed by General Washington himself, with his 
own sign manual, laying off and preserving this 
ground for the public use. For fifty years it has 
been preserved intact with two exceptions. You 
placed the Smithsonian Institution there, and I 
|| think it very much out of place. If I had been 
|| here at the time, I should have opposed its being 
|| located there. You also provided for placing the 
|| Washington monument there, and you could not 
have put it in a more proper place; but no build- 
Why, sir, if you 


| 
| 


r.Cziay]} | place this armory there, what will be the next 


Department—which | 








plan suggested? Somebody will propose to py, 
| the market house there; and by-and-by somebody 
| will wish to have the jail removed there. The. 
| some one will wish the school-houses to be . 
there, because it will make a pretty play-grovn 
for the children; then you will have a blind asy. 
_ lum there, because the blind children will be ab}, 
to get fresh air. Better reasons can be given fy, 
| putting any of these buildings there than for des. 
ecrating this reservation by giving it up for , 
parade ground. 
A reason which I have heard assigned for usin» 
this as a parade ground is that it is conveniey; 
that the soldiers will not have to goa great dis. 
| tance to parade. If they desire to be martial mop 
“te | can they not go out into the suburbs and 
find ground to exercise upon? Why must they 
have a convenient place? I do not wish to speak 
|| disrespectfully, but I must characterize it ag tho 
1 feeblest of all possible justifications for this cop. 
|| duct. 
|| We know very well how one of these encroach. 
‘|| ments leads to another. We know very wel] 
|| that having placed the Smithsonian Institution 
|, there is now cited as a reason why we should 
|| put this armory there; and the reason will haye 
_ double strength to justify future encroachments, 
|| if tm permit the armory now to remain there, 
| suppose that when they get the armory well 
|| fixed we shall have to put up little booths and 
| drinking establishments, where the soldiers cay 
i 





| get refreshments. A parade ground where there 
\| is nothing to drink ona hotday will not do atall. 
{Laughter.} They must have a little liquor, and 
| lemonade, and refreshments of all sorts! This 
ground, which was designed originally for public 
uses, will be entirely converted from the purpose 
for which it was designed, and dedicated to others 
| entirely different and, in my judgment, altogether 
improper. 

My friend from Florida says that the proposed 
location in the neighborhood of the City Hall will 
be a great disadvantage to the sick in the Infirn- 
ary. Does he know that these holiday soldiers 
always parade there now? On every muster day 
they beat the drum and blow the fife and display 
their banners directly in front of the City Hall; 
and if they have not given the court or the In- 
firmary any inconvenience heretofore, why is it 
to be so hereafter? Besides it is the easiest thing 
in the world to put in a clause saying that they 
shall not beat the drum and _ blow the fife there; 
that the building shall be a depository for arms, 
but that military exercises shall be conducted 
somewhere else. Then, all that reasoning falls 
to the ground. It is simply thrown in by way 
of defeating a change of the site. I am author- 
ized by the physician who attends the Infirmary— 
Dr. aecde say that it will be no disadvantage 
to the Infirmary to have the proposed armory lo- 
cated on Judiciary square. [ am authorized to 
| Say by practicing lawyers of the court that it 
| will be no disadvantage to the court to have it 
| put there. : 

If the Senate will indulge me for a moment 

longer, I will show what was thought originally, 
| and I beg them to bear in mind that these reserva- 
} 





tions were originally made for the purposes which 
I have designated. So early as 1806 the question 
was submitted by President Jefferson to Mr. At- 
torney General Breckenridge, as to whether one 
of these reservations could, with propriety, be 
taken and dedicated to any other than its original 
uses? He gave this opinion: 


** The power of the President to establish the plan of the 
city is derived solely from the deeds of the proprietors.” 


The allusion is to the original proprietors of 
the soil. 


“These require the trustees to convey to the commis- 
sioners such streets, squares, parcels and lots, as the Presi- 
dent shall deem proper for the use of the United States. 
The manner in which this power shall be exercised being 
also undefined, its execution is to be sought for in the dec- 
larations, acts, or instructions by which it is manifested. 
When such execution”— 


that is, the execution of the duty of locating 
these reservations— 

**is clearly manifested by any such act, it is, I conceive, 2 
complete exercise of the power, and so far as that act ex- 


tends, is irrevocable by himself and binding on his success- 
ors.”” 


The Attorney General thus gave his opinion to 
Mr. Jefferson at that day, that it was not compe- 
tent for the President to change these reservations, 
or use them for any other than the purposes for 
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1856. THE CONGRESSIONAL 


further: | us to adopt an inflexible rule that we will allow 
«So completely have the powers vested in President || no building of any kind to mar or occupy one of 


Washington been exercised in settling definitively the plan, || these public places intended for parks or squares, 
<o far at least as regards that portion of it now under con- | 


ideration, that, in my opinion, there rests nowhere a power | for the beauty and ornament and comfort of the 

to alterit. ‘Che proprietors of the soul had the right to annex city. 7 ; 

_yeh conditions and limitations to their grants as they judged | Sir, if we want this armory, let us make a pro- 

proper. The Tee ent eeln aheageeanit ann Taare i vision for buying the ground on which to locate 

50 Ow nined she plan. Mie had seeodebutien power todo so. | it. You will find in this Courses 6 good check on 

He has completely expended that power; and it is unalter- useless buildings, by requiring the officers to buy 
the ground. I have no objection, if this building 


able, not only by his successors, but by Congress itself.’? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Who isthe author of that |) is deemed to be necessary—though I hardly sce 
opinion? || its necessity myself—to vote to buy the ground 
‘Mr. BROWN. Attorney General Brecken- for that purpose ; but I desire to enter my protest 
ridge; and I might show other authorities equally || against occupying any of the public grounds here 
hich to the same effect. I therefore very much |} with buildings of any description. 
doubt whether, if Congress had passed an act Mr. YU LEE. Mr. President, we cannot escape 
directly authorizing the location of this building || theexpenditure of this appropriation. Itis too late 
on the Mall, it would have been—I will not say || now to inquire whether it was politic or proper to 
illegal, but highly improper; for certainly nobody || make the appropriation. The matter was referred 
else would have the right to do it. to the Committee on Military Affairs at the last 

Now, sir, I have discharged what I conceived || session. It was reported upon by a bill, accom- 
to be my ~- to the Senate in reference to this || panied with a long report by them. ‘Their re- 
question. I have shown them to what this en- || port was adopted by the Senate, and the appro- 
croachment is to lead if it is permitted to go on. || priation which they asked was made in the very 
[have assigned, as briefly as I possibly could, the || terms in which they proposed it; and here are the 
reasons why I think this reservation ought to be || report and bill. al 
preserved. I donot believe we ever had any use || Proceeding under that direction of Congress, 
for such a building asthis. It was a mere scheme || a contract has been made; the materials have 
gotten up to waste money on. I opposed it in the || been provided; the work has been commenced. 
Committee on the District of Columbia last year, || You must pay the amount for which you have 
but by hook or by crook it got through the Senate || contracted. The question which is now raised 
and the other House of Congress. If we are to || is whether we shall increase that expenditure ? 
put up the building at all, let us not spoil this great || The chairman of the Committee on the District 
reservation with sucha building, but let us putit || of Columbia seems to have some apprehensions 
where the gentleman who located it originally said || that larger appropriations will be called for, be- 
would be a proper place for it, in a central part || cause there has been exhibited to him by a sub- 
of the city, on reservation No. 9, where there is |} ordinate officer a plan for an addition to this 
plenty of ground on which to put a house of the || building. dot 
size required, and where, fortunately for us and || Mr. BROWN. Who always exhibits these 
for the whole scheme, there is no room for *‘ taste- || plans? Who exhibited the plan for the dome of 
ful extension.’’ I should like to have a precipice || the Capitol? Was it not exhibited by a subordi- 
all arourid it when it is built, so that they never || nate officer? 
could add anything to it; butif youcommence the || Mr. YULEE. It depends altogether on the 
structure with the idea of ‘‘tasteful extensions,”’ || discretion of Congress whether they will make 
you will have them by-and-by as surely as you || any more additions. The Secretary of War has 
put up the building. provided a building adequate to the purposes con- 

Now, I hope that I have done with this ques- | templated by the law, within the sum contem- 
tion. 1 wish to say again that, in introducing the || plated by law. If they have adopted a model 
resolution, | had no intention of wounding the || which is capable of extension if in the growth of 
sensibilities of anybody. If the President has || the Government it may be deemed proper to ex- 
felt in the least aggrieved by anything that I have || tend it, they have only done what 1s usual with 
said about it, [ am sorry for it: if the Secretary || architects. It isa matter which rests in the dis- 
of War feels’so,I am sorry for it. If 1 had sup- || cretion of Congress. The building contracted 
posed that they felt any particular interest in the || for is a whole, a complete building, adequate to 
subject, I should, as a matter of course, have con- || allits purposes, and within the appropriation. 
sulted them; but I did not think so; and I had a But how does the Senator propose to remedy 
right to come to the conclusion at which I arrived || this apprehension of his? Not by arresting the 
from all the documents which they themselves || construction of the building, but merely transfer- 
sent here. I say,as an act of courtesy, I should || ing it to another site: with the same contract, 
have consulted them—not as an act of duty. As a || under the same provision, he proposes to transfer 
Senator I owe no duty to executive officers. I || it to another site. There is no remedy in this 
would not do anything intentionally to offend || resolution. 
them; but I take occasion to say, that they have | Mr. BROWN. I propose also to provide that 
no business to be offended at me for the discharge || the cost shall not exceed $30,000. 
of my duty as a Senator on this floor. || Mr. YULEE. There is already a law providing 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I have but || for that; and no further contract can be made with- 
a few words to say on this question. I am in || out an appropriation by Congress; because there 
favor of the removal of this building from the || is a general law restricting all Secretaries in their 
Mall; but I am opposed to putting it on Judiciary || contracts to the amount appropriated by Con- 
square, or on any other public square or public || gress; so that you are perfectly protected on that 
ground in this city. We have not enough squares || point. 
and grounds now; we had none too much origin- ||" But it is altogether a mistake to suppose that 
ally. We have been putting public buildings on || the construction of this building on the site 
them one after another, until we have marred and || selected will interfere with the beauty and har- 
destroyed the beauty of a large portion of them. || mony of the Mall as a public park, or that it will 
Judiciary square was intended to be one of the || interfere even with the adornment of it, which 
public parks, a most beautiful ornament of the || the Committee on the District of Columbia have 
city. You have a jail upon it; and you have upon || under consideration by an appropriation which 
it a_school-house—an ungainly and unsightly || they have proposed. 
building. Then you have put up an hospital on I have here a map of the city, which is open to 
it; and youare making it now a place so offensive, || the inspection of gentlemen. It will be found that 
that you drive the respectable inhabitants from || the site selected is in one corner of the Mall, not 
the square instead of making it the center of a || at all obstructing the view from the Capitol. It 
beautiful part of the city. I wish to take off all || is ona small portion of the Mall, which is cut up 
the buildings, and make it a square, as it was in- || at present by the canal, and a great portion of 
tended to be—a public park, an ornament and a || which is used for wood-yards, and entirely unap- 
beauty to the city, and a means of health and || propriated to any other purpose. Such a one as 
comfort to the citizens. '| this will make it useful, =A probably lead to an 

I have the same opinions in regard to the Mall. || adornment and preservation which otherwise 
I shall never vote to allow another public building || would not, perhaps, be obtained for the next fifty 
to go on it; i am sorry that we have any there || years. It is not on any portion of the main body 
now. We allow appropriations to slip through || of the Mall. It is in a small corner, remote, out 
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which they were originally designed; but he went | have the land to put it on. I think it is time for |! 


here for some object or other, simply because we || of view, upon a block which is already cut up in | 





| grounds will not be a 


several directions by the canal, deformed and 
worthless, and a great portion of which is used 
as a wood-yard, 

Now, the question with me, and it is for the 
Senate to decide, is whether we shall locate the 
building peremptorily; whether we shall unmake 
a contract which has been made by the Depart- 
ment, and thus become responsible for damages 
which will have acerued to the party; whether 
we shall compel the transfer to be made to another 
location, which will involve the necessity of a 
much larger appropriation, not only to prepare 
the grounds, but also to erect a building of the 
same capacity which is proposed to be construct- 
ed on this ground; and whether, in doing so, we 
shall locate it where it will necessarily interfere 
with the convenience of the courts, for whose use 
Judiciary square was originally intended to be 
reserved, and with the Infirmary, the occupants 
of which must necessarily be incommoded by the 
discharge of fire-arms and the rolling of drums, 
inseparable from the congregation and assembling 
of military men. It may be that Dr. May thinks 
that it will not inconvenience them, but other 
yhysicians think otherwise. It may be that a 
awyer told the Senator from Mississippi that he 
thinks it a very good location; but I know I have 
been told by a judge, that it would be a very in- 
convenient location to them, and very likely to 
interfere with the progress of business in the 
courts. We know how often we have been inter- 
rupted here by men marching across the reserva- 
tion of the Capitol grounds, so that it was impos- 
sible to hear our own voices; and we were obliged, 
on one or two occasions, to suspend proceedings; 
and, at another time, to direct the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to go out and prevent the band of the com- 
pany from marching through these grounds. 

1 am, myself, opposed to extending the work. 
The contract has been made, and I think we are 
obliged to go on with it; but the effeet of this 
resolution will be to impose on us a much larger 
expenditure — than was originally advisa- 
ble to be made at all for this purpese. 

I think that, if will examine the 
map, they will see that the location selected is 
probably the only one approaching a central po- 
sition which the President could have selected on 
the public grounds; for it will be recollected the 
law required him to select from the public grounds. 
He was obliged to do it; and although the Sena- 
tor says that, by the decision of the Attorney 
General, it was incompetent for Congress or the 
Executive to apply these public grounds to other 
purposes than those named in the original reser- 
vation, the same objection applies to the location 


Senators 


to which he proposes to transfer the building. If 


the Mall is made sacred to the purposes of its 
original appropriation so that you cannot erect 
this building upon it, so is Judiciary square, and 
youcannot erectit there. Then, if the argument 
of the Senator be good, we are restricted from 
proceeding at all, and the obligation arisesto pur- 
chase land on which to locate this site. We must, 
therefore, rescind the contract; we must pay the 
damages; we must make an appropriation to pur- 
chase land elsewhere. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, if this were 
an original question, my action upon it would be 
different perhaps from what it will be now. A 
past Congress has appropriated the money, has 
authorized the contract to be made, and has di- 
rected the President to fix the site. The site has 
been fixed in precise conformity to law, anda 
contract has been made by which the Govern- 
ment is bound to pay this money as stipylated 
by its terms upon the other party performing or 
being ready to perform his part. Now, sir, the 
resolution which has been adopted by the Senate, 
if it should be concurred in by the House, wall 
entitle the contracting party to the whole sum 
stipulated without doing anything on his part, 
because he is ready and willing on his part to 
perform; and if we refuse to permit him to per- 
form by changing the site, he becomes equally 
entitled to the whole consideration without doing 
another act. Iam not willing to place the Gov- 
ernment in that position. I do not indeed see 
that the location of this building in the place 
which has been designated will be attended by 
the objections which have been stated. An in- 
spection of the map shows the reverse. The fact 
that there will be military displays on the public 
esecration of them. It 
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will be only what is usual and what is not incon- 


venient in such cases. me et 
Again, the removal of this building to Judiciary 
g 


square, whatever opinion may be expressed Ad I} 
1 


others, | know, from my own familiarity wit 

courts of justice, would be exceedingly inconve- 
nient to the courts which sit in the City Hall. It 
is impossible that it could be otherwise. I should 
suppose that it would be inconvenient to a hos- 
vital, but it may not be so, 
which I shall vote for the reconsideration is, that 


| 


He Aart baci 


The ground on | 


in this manner to interfere is simply to authorize | 


the contractor to demand money from us without 
our receiving any consideration for it. I prefer 
to reconsider, and refer the subject either to, the 


Committee on the District of Columbia, or to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs, from which it | 


originated in the last Congress, in order that 


some arrangement may be made on the subject, | 


and that it may be disposed of in some other than 
in this summary manner. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. It seems to me that the 


argument of the Senator from Mississippi is 


against the resolution which he has introduced. 
] will ask for the reading of the joint resolution 
which he proposes to have passed. 

The Secretary read the resolution: 

Whereas by an act passed March 3, 1855, the Secretary 
of War was directed to cause a suitable building to be con- 
structed in the city of Washington, for the preservation of 
the ordnance, arms, and accouterments of the United 
States required for the use of the volunteers and militia of 
the District of Columbia, and for the care and preservation 
of the trophies of the Revolution and other wars; and 
whereas the site of the said building has been located on 
the Mall in the city of Washington ; Therefore 

Resolved, ¥c., That the location of the building aforesaid 
be changed from the Mall to such site on the Judiciary 
square, in the city of Washington, as the President or 
Secretary of War may select; and that the building be so 
constructed as that the whole cost shall not exceed the 
appropriation already made. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. My friend from Connec- 
ticut [Mr. Touvcey] has said much that I intended 
to say if | had obtained the floor before him; and 
I shall therefore now occupy the Senate for but 
afew moments. I think there must have been 
some misapprehension on the = of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia; and it is my 
impression that if the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi had before him the communication 
which was sent tous yesterday by the President, 


and which has been laid on our tables this morn- 

ing, he would not have introduced the resolution | 
i Much of his arzument is |! 
based on the preliminary offers and letters before | 


in its present form. 


the contract was made. We had not that con- 
tract before us; and the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi had it not before him when the res- 
olution was introduced. We have a strong ar- 
gument from him, and there is much force in it, 
against the propriety of occupying the public 
reservations in the city of Washington. But 
how does he propose to remedy the exil? By 
removing the wailding from one public reservation 
to another? Is that the proper way to preserve 
the public squares in this city? Again, is this 
removal a proper one? Ought you to remove this 
building from the Mall, where it is now being con- 
structed, to the heart of the city? Do we want 
it in the heart of the city? 

Mr. BROWN. That is where we want it. 
The original act said that it should be in a cen- 
tral position. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. But it did not say that it 
should be in the heart of the city. It provided 
that it should be as nearly central as convenient. 
What was the great end in passing the bill origin- 
ally? It was not to accommodate the militia and 
the volunteers of the District of Columbia, but 
to preserve the trophies of the Revolution, and of 
our subsequent wars. Where are they now, sir? 
They are scattered all over the country. Some 
of them are to be found in the War Department, 
and others in various places. I would agree to 
appropriate double the amount of the original 
appropriation in this ease for the purpose of pre- 
serving them and keeping them together. 

I admit that it is improper, impolitic, unwise, 
and contrary to the original plan of the city, to 
occupy the public squares with any more build- 
ings; but if we are to remove this building at all, 
it must be by a provision making an appropria- 
tion to pay damages to the contractors, as the 
Senator from Connecticut has well observed. 
This resolution proposes to rescind ‘a contract 





| Mr. BRODHEAD. 


| the building on another site. 





| entered into solemnly by the officers of the Gov- 
| ernment, under our own direction. 
Mr. BROWN. I should like to askmy friend 
how much damage a contractor can suffer by 
building the same house on one lot, instead of 
another. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. There isa very consid- 
erable difference. The cost of transporting the 
heavy material from the canal up to this place, is 
one item. . 
Mr. BROWN. I will say to my friend that I 
think, by actual measurement, the difference in 
distance of the two locations would be about one 
hundred and fifty yards. 
But he is not bound to 

utit there. It takes two to make a contract. 
Vou cannot order this man to proceed and put up 
This resolution 
seems to contemplate that the building shall be 


| put on Judiciary square, under the contract which 


now exists. That cannot be done. 


My friend 


|from Mississippi will not assert for a moment 


| that it can be. 


Itcould be done only by the con- 
sent of the contractors. We have not that con- 


| sent. I am quite willing to repeal the law entirely; 


| but I am, at the same time, in favor of inserting | 


a provision in the resolution repealing the law, 
referring the question of damages to the account- 
ing officers. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think that if 
there is any one thing in regard to which our 
predecessors have made mistakes, it is in the 
manner in which they have treated the public 
grounds and reservations in this city. It was 


| unfortunate that our predecessors sold off so 


| mall. 


much of the reservation on which this Capitol 
stands. Again, we have one east of the Capitol 
that is horribly disfigured'with something, which 
I was told when I first came to the city, was a 
representation of Washington. 

Then, the Smithsonian Institution, I think, 
mars and disfigures what ought to be a beautiful 
Nor do I think that the fame of Wash- 
ington and the veneration and affection entertained 


|for him in the hearts of the people, can make 


the Washington monument on the Mall, where 
it now stands, anything but a nuisance. Then, 
there is a little piece of the Mall between the 
Capitol and the Smithsonian Institution, which, I 
euleduhiad: under the direction of the Committee 


of a botanical garden. In making a botanical 
garden they have erected a lot of buildings, which 











| prosecuting that business. 
| they very greatly mar and disfigure the public 
grounds; and I hope they will be removed. 


| If this armory must be built, let it 


| are you to do with this Capitol? 


| induced strangers who visited the city during the 
| time when the ‘* hen fever ’’ 


was raging in the 
country, to suppose that Congress had gone into 
that, and that these were coops erected there for 
{Laughter. 


Sir, I trust that we have had experiments 


/ enough on our public grounds in this city, and 


| that we shall not now build an armory on the 
| Mall. 


| lic reservations, not already marred by hideous 


I wish what little there is left of the pub- 


structures and unsightly objects, to be preserved. 


e erected 
somewhere else, and not on the only reservation 


| which we have got. 


The honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, 


| some days since read us a lecture on economy. 
| I think this would be a 


ood time to practice a 
little of it. He says he 1s willing to give twice 
priated for this object, or even more, to construct 
a suitable building to preserve the trophies which 
we have gotten in our wars. Why, sir, what 


wings shall be built there will certainly be room 
enough here to stow away our trophies without 
being compelled to erect this building on the pub- 
lic grounds for that purpose. 

It is rarely that have heard a speech with 
which I coincided so entirely and totally as the 
speech which fell to-day from the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.] Now, I 
hope that when we have such sage counsels from 
the chairman of the committee who has the Dis- 
trict of Columbia under his charge, we shall 
follow him and take his advice. When this Cap- 
itol shall be completed, we shall be under the 
necessity of buying, at a very large expense, por- 
tions of land which we once gave away, and 
which ought to be a part, and must be a part, of 


on the Library, has been devoted to the purpose | 


Ithink | 


as much as the sum which was originally appro- | 


After the new | 
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the grounds attached to the Capitol. When thes 
wings are completed you will have to buy, at an 
enormous expense, land which we gave away fy, 
a song, or lessthanasong. Now, when we ir 
seen what has been the result of our dealing wit), 
the public grounds here, I trust that Congres 
will stay its hand and not build an armory on this 
ground, which was intended to be a public regoy. 
vation forever. If an armory is wanted, let jt 
be put somewhere else than on that spot, which 
was intended for a public garden and for a public 
place of resort. That was intended to be a place 
for the display of the beauties and riches of pa. 
ture, and not for the exhibitions of war. I wish 
to see no plumes waving there but those of Nature 
and her flowers. I trust that what was intended 
to be an ornamental, public reservation, will not 
be disfigured by an thing of this sort. 

I have not a word to say against the militia of 
the District. I hope they will have all the accom. 
modations which they need; but I ask Senators if 
they are willing to see these public gardens and 
grounds, which we have been preserving and orna. 
menting at great expense, made a place for the 
rendezvous of militia trainings? I trust not; by 
such will be the result if you do not prohibit the 
erection of the building on this site. 

Compared with the use for which these grounds 
were intended, the question of whatever little 
damages we shall have to pay the contractors, 
does not deserve to be taken into consideration, 
I would rather pay them the whole $30,000 than 
have them erect their structure on the ground 
from which this resolution proposes to removeit, 
I do not wish it to be there, and I would rather it 
were anywhere else than there. For this reason 
I shall vote against the reconsideration. 

Judiciary square is already occupied. The City 
Hall is there, and the Infirmary or Hospital is 
there. The chairman of the committee says it isa 































convenient place on which to put this structure; 
and everybody who has been in the city for an 
length of time knows that the City Hall, whieh 
stands on Judiciary square, is the general place 
for the rendezvous of the military companies of 
the District. Whenever I have heard the drums 
beating calling the companies together, I think | 
have generally seen the gallant colonel of the vol- 
unteer militia of the District parading with his 
forces before the City Hall. They go there now 
when there is no armory, and they will probably 
go there when there is anarmory. They will not 
go back to the rear of the City Hall to disturb the 
inmates of the hospital, but will probably use the 
square which they use now. On every consid- 
ation I hope we shall leave what little we have left 
of what was intended to be an ornamental public 
ground for the city. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, when this joint 
resolution was first presented to the Senate I took 
occasion to submit some remarks which have 
been construed as reflecting on the conduct of the 
honorable Secretary of War, and, perhaps, on 
the President also. I understood my colleague 
then to say, as I understand him to assert to- 
day, that his report and remarks had reference 
to the action of the superintendent of the build- 
ing, and not of the Secretary of War. Assur- 
edly I can say, that my remarks then had no 
reference to the action of the Secretary of War. 
Sir, I know that officer; I know his fidelity to 
the law, and his strictness of construction in the 
exercise of power conferred on him. This much 
I have aaa it necessary to say, as due to the 
relations which have always subsisted between 
that officer and myself, as personal friends. 

In reference to the question now before the 
Senate, the reconsideration of this resolution, I 
shall vote for the reconsideration, not with a view 
of consummating the right of erecting the build- 
ing in the location which has been selected; but 
with another and different view. If the motion 
to reconsider shall succeed, I shall move to re- 
commit the resolution to the Committee on the 













District of Columbia, with instructions to report 
a provision for the repeal of the original law, and 
for the payment of whatever damages may have 
accrued to the contractors for any loss which 
they may have sustained. I agree with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, that if it sheuld take 
every dollar of the amount agreed to be given, | 
would vote for it in a moment. 

It is stated by my colleague, and not contro- 
verted by any Senator who differs from him on 
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this subject, that this ground was laid off by the 
Father of his Country, by General Washington, 
for public uses. It is now said, however, by 
Senators that this building can be located in such 
a manner as not to injure this public ground. I 
doubt it. How the original aerrrernee passed 
the Senate, | know not, for I have no recollec- 
tion of it. It certainly did not attract very much 
attention, or I should have noticed it; for I think 
| notice the proceedings here as much as other 
Senators on this floor. ; 

Sir, as long as I have a seat in this body, and 
Ican see the wisdom of the policy of General 
Washington, I will not, by my vote, sanction a 
yiolation of it, no matter whether the cost be 


$20,000, or $30,000, or $100,000, or whether it be | 


to convenience all the militia that = yarade in 
this city from now to doomsday. This ground 
was consecrated by Washington for public uses. 
I think I can see the wisdom of his policy; but 
whether I could or not, I am willing to take his 
judgment on trust. 

What great use or benefit is to result to the 
country by providing this convenience for the 





militia of the District of Columbia? You see a 
flourishing volunteer company this year, and the 
next year you can find none of them. This is 
the history of such things here and everywhere 
in ourcountry. The appropriation for this object 
was, I think, an entirely useless expenditure in 
the first instance, and my humble judgment is, 
that whenever we find that we have committed an 
error, we should retrace our steps as soon as pos- 
sible, let the cost be what it may; and we should 
frown down the universal argument which we 
hear, that we have made an appropriation and 
commenced an expenditure, and must go oj) 
with it. 

I shall vote for the reconsideration, with a view 
of moving to recommit the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, with directions 
to report a bill to repeal the law and put an end 
to this appropriation, which all seem to agree was 
entirely unnecessary. If we have, as the Senator 
from Connecticut says, incurred the responsibility 
of paying $28,000, let us pay it and direct the 
proper officers to sell the materials on hand for 
what they will bring, and we shall have that much 
to deduct from our payments. If you erect this 
building, in the course of time it will be taken 
away, and you will have to expend as much money 
as for putting it there. 

But, sir, [ repeat that the remarks which I 
originally made were founded, not so much on 
this particular case as on the general practice of 
expenditures in this District, and elsewhere, on 
the part of the Federal Government. We know 
that when applications are made to Congress for 
an expenditure of the public money, with a view 
to any improvement, it is seldom that the first 
appropriation consummates the purpose. On the 
contrary, $20,000, or $30,000, or $50,000, are 
asked for at the first session; and it is represented 
by the friends of the measure as all that will be 
necessary. Atthe next session the sum first ap- 
propriated has been, perhaps, laid out in a found- 
ation; and then we are told, as we are told on 
this occasion—and I am astonished that my friend 
from Connecticut should use such an argument— 
that we have authorized the expenditure of the 
money, and, therefore, we must go on with the 
work. I say again, that the moment you dis- 
cover that an appropriation is to exceed the 
original purpose of Congress, you had better dis- 
continue the work and sell out whatever interest 
you may have. By this course we shall let ap- 
plicants know that they must make correct esti- 
mates when they ask for appropriations; and 
that whenever they fail to do so, and come here 
for additional appropriations, the work must be 
discontinued. 

As to this particular building, no location on 
the public grounds in this city canbe satisfactory 
tomy mind. I have as much objection to the 
one as to the other. In fact, I think it should 
not be erected at all. Itis a useless expenditure; 
and no Senator who has spoken on the subject 
pretends to say that the interests of the country, 
or of the District of Columbia, really require such 
an expenditure. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator who is at 
the head of the committee answer some questions 
which I will propound to him ? 

Mr. BRO - Certainly. 


| Editor. 





Mr. BUTLER. Has the Senator the original 
contract for the erection of the building? 

Mr. BROWN. Itis printed I have not ex- 
amined it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask what materials have 
been furnished, and what progress has been made 
towards the erection of the building ? 

Mr. BROWN. 1 cannot say what materials 
are prepared. When the committee commenced 
moving in the matter, so far as we know, nothing 
had been done. The ground was wholly unoe- 
cupied, and nothing was being done there. Sub- 
sequently, by an advertisement which I saw in 
the papers signed by persons calling themselves 
contractors—and I suppose they are so—they 
stated that most of the material was now ready, 
and all that remained to be done was to put up 
the house. That is their statement. 

Mr. BUTLER. Whatare the materials, granite 
or brick? 

Mr. BROWN. 
work. 

Mr. YULEE. I can, perhaps, give the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina more exact informa- 
tion. The advertisement to which the Senator 
from Mississippi referred is addressed to the 
editor of one of the city papers, and is in these 
words: 

‘© We see in your paper of this date, that Messrs. Brown, 
Apams, and Pratt, of the Senate, have stated in the 
Senate, that the contract for completing the Columbian 
armory, in this city, would amount to more than the appro 
priation for that purpose. This is a great mistake, Mr. 
We are the contractors for that building, and our 
contract for completing it amounts to $28,301 10, leaving a 
balance of $1,698 90. 

* We have further to state, concerning this contract, that 
we made this contract five months ago—on the Ist of Nov 
ember, 1855—and have proceeded diligently with the work 
ever since ; we have finished a great part of the light wood 
work, contracted for all the heavy timber, cut stone, cast 
iron work, bricks, blue rock for foundation, &e., all to be 
delivered on the site regularly selected by the President for 
this building.”’ 

They did not proceed with the foundation be- 
cause the contract required that the ground should 
not be opened before the Ist of April, intending 
to defer until a time when it should be free from 
frost. I will read the close of the advertisement: 


There is brick, and also wood 


* We have proceeded under it in good faith, and af great 
expense, and with a view to the site selected by the Presi 
dent. We therefore presume that no member of Congress, 
whey he fully understands the facts in the case, will be in 
favor of passing an er post facto law, depriving us of our 

| rights without our consent, nor without ample compensa 
tion; for, if our work be delayed, the Government must pay 
the damages. 

E. BIRD, WISE & CO., Contractors. 

| WaSHINGTON, -fpril 4, 1856. 

Mr. REID. In regard to the point on which 
the Senator from South Carolina asks for inform- 
ation, I desire to read a communication which I 
find in the document submitted to us this morn- 
ing. It isa letter from Colonel Craig, dated the 
| 12th of this month, in which he says: 

** Since my note of the Sth instant,in which I stated that 

I understood the contractors had deposited part of the build 
ing materials on the site which had been selected on the 
Mall, I have visited the site, but did not see any building 
materials there. I have just sent a person to examine 
whether any such materials are there now, who has return 
ed, and reports that there is some sand on the ground,a 
few cart loads, and that a frame building, apparently a tool 
house, was in process of construction.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I see no dif- 
ficulty whatever in passing a resolution giving 

| notice to the contractors that we will dissolve the 
contract. We stand towards them in no different 
j relation than that of pera persons forming a 
contract one wit) another. We can certainly put 
an end to this contract, and we can give notice 
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matters of this kind are disposed of. 1 should 
be willing to give them notice that we shall put 
all the materials up at auction, and I venture to 
say, that if sold at Philadelphia, where I learn 
they are prepared, they would bring nearly as 
much as they would if sold here. IT doubt very 
much whether, in the end, we should have te pay 
these contractors much, except for loss of time. if 
they have hewed stone, they can dispose of it, I 
presume, for any other building. The brick can 
always be disposed of. As to the wood-work, 
if there is anything peculiar in it, letus pay for it. 

Mr. President, since 1 have looked to the deeds 
brought to my notice by the chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, [ am in- 
clined to doubt very much whether we have a 
right, if we consult the obligations of good faith, 
to violate the original deeds of the proprietors 
conveying these lots, subject to the trusts therein 
specified on the final determination of the Pres- 
ident at the time, General Washington. 1 think 
these deeds are absolutely trust deeds, and we 
have no right to violate the intention of the par- 
ties who made them, and to change the purpose 
for which they were designated by General 
Washington. This is my belief as a lawyer, 
from the hasty view which I have taken of the 
subject. If we have no such right, I think we had 


better preserve our good faith by retaining this 
reservation as it is, rather than go on with this 


building, and involve ourselves in further diffi- 
culties, 
I know that this building is to cost money. 


| Sir, there is no city in the United States which 


now, inofficially to some extent, that the subject | 


is under discussion, and that a proposition to 
repeal the original Jaw is likely to be passed. I 
see no difficulty in the way, provided we assume 
the position of a private person who terminatesa 
| contract, and compensates the parties who may 
suffer by the breach of it. 

Mr. BROWN. Such a notice has been given 


| great. 


| by order of the committee; but in defiance of it | 


they are going on to put up the building. 

Mr. BUTLER. If they go on in defiance of 
|it, they must take the consequences. It is very 
/easy to see the relation in which these parties 
stand to Congress. I take it for granted that they 
can sell the blue stone, or rock, or brick which 
they have prepared, and nearly all the other ma- 


| terials which ney have ready; at any rate, I am | 


willing to abide 


understands the meaning of the word ‘ appro- 
priation”’’ better than Washington. Money is 
poured out upon them freely. If this were an 
original case between A and B, I venture to eay, 
if the question were brought before a court of jus- 
tice, the measure of damages would not be very 
I do not think we can be subjected to 
heavy damages, if we give notice for terminating 
the contract. I cannot consent to carry this build- 
ing to Judiciary square for the reasons assigned 
by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BROWN. Will my friend allow me to 
say a word in that connection ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield the floor. 

Mr. BROWN. The committee propose to put 
the building on Judiciary square, because it was 
first designated as the most proper place, every- 
thing considered, by Colonel Craig, under the 
law. He reported that it was the most central, 
that there was ground enough there to construct 
the building upon, and the only reason assigned 
by him for not putting it there was, that the 
ground was not large enough to permit the taste- 
ful extension of the building hereafter. The very 
reason why he did not put it there was the strong 
est reason, to the minds of the committee, why it 
should be placed there. 

Now allow me to say to my friend from South 
Carolina that, since the subject has been under 
discussion, no citizen of Washington has stated 
to me that that was not a proper place. I have 
consulted those who ought to know, and they 
have told me there was no objection on earth to 
lacing the building on Judiciary square. There 
1as been no petition, no remonstrance against it. 
No citizen has approached me to say that it ought 
not to be placed there. The only objections to it 
are the complaints which we hear in the Senate. 
They do not come trom the people who are most 
interested, and know most about it. 


Mr. BUTLER. For the very reason that they 


| . ’ 
| are so much interested I will not vote to carry it 


there. I have heard the matter canvassed freely, 
and my opinion is that, if you carry the building 
to Judiciary square, you must go to considerable 
expense by fillimg up a ravine, and it willto some 
extent improve adjacent lots, 

Mr. BROWN. I beg my friend’s pardon. 
The report of Colonel Craig says distinctly that 
on Judiciary square there is a site dry iat dae 
able for the building. You may hunt about and 
find a place not suited for it, but you need not 
take that when you find one made by nature for 

| the purpose. 
Mr.STUART. I wish to submita few remarks 
| to the Senate on this subject, mainly for the pur- 
pose of endeavoring to see whether we cannot 
agree to a compromise on this question, and dis- 
ose of it. I confess that I am very strongly 


y the common mode in which || impressed with the views submitted against 
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placing this building on any of the public reser- 
vations; but yet, without going into details, I 
can see strong reasons for putting it there. One 
reason may be that the appropriation has been 


ee 





| 


made, anda contract entered into and partially | 


executed. 


I propose to reconsider the resolution; and if 


that be done, to offer an amendment to strike out 
from the resolution the words, ‘* on Judiciary 
square,’’ so that the resolution shall not contem- 


plate the erection of the building on any of the 1] 


public grounds, and to add words making a smal! 


appropriation of $5,000 to buy a piece of ground | 


for it. There is plenty of ground here. 
is land east of the Capitol and south of the Capitol, 
which can be bdesht cheaply, and the Govern- 
ment can be saved any additional expense except 
simply the amount necessary to purchase ground 
on which to put the building. The object of 
those who desire the erection can be carried out; 


There | 


any unnecessary expense can be saved; and that | 


desire—in which I participate to as large a degree 
as any one—to preserve i 
from incumbrance, will also be carried out. 

I may add that I have submitted this proposi- 
tion to several Senators, among them the hon- 
orable chairman of the committee, and I have 
met no gentleman who objects to it. If we can, 
by common consent, take the question, and recon- 
sider the vote, the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 


Apams] can submit his proposition, and I can |! 


submit mine, and we shall be enabled to dispose 
of the subject. 


Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, there is more 


1e _ grounds free | 


or less instability in our legislation at every ses- | 


sion of Congress; but I think this is one of the 
most remarkable cases of it that has come under 
my observation At the last session of Con- 
gress this whole subject was submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. That committee made 
a report which was presented by the then Senator 
from Georgia, General Dawson. In that report he 
expressed the opinion of the committee. He in- 
troduced a bill into the Senate. The Senate had 
a reasonable amount of confidence in the judg- 
ment of the committee, and passed the bill, and 
it became alaw. We thought, at that time, that 
it was impossible for us to select a proper site on 
which to establish an armory, and therefore we 
authorized the Secretary of War to select such 
a site, ina central position, as was suitable for 
this armory, on the public grounds. 

All the objections which are urged to-day to 


the location of the armory on the public grounds | 


ought to have been made at that time. We au- 
thorized the selection of the site on the public 
grounds. That selection has been made. An ap- 
propriation was made at the last session, and 


contracts have been entered into. At the present | 


session of Congress—the one succeeding the en- || 


actment of that law—we proposed virtually to 
repeal it, and that proposition to repeal comes 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BROWN. My friend will indulge me for 


a moment. I will state why the Committee on the | 


District of Columbia investigated the subject. I 
eo the reason before—and if Senators would 
isten it would save many of these explanations. 


‘I stated that this ro was discussed at the 


last session in the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, of which General Dawson was a mem- 


ber, and I understood that, when he introduced | 


the proposition to the Senate, he presented it from 
that committee, and I never knew until to-day 
that any other committee had cognizance of it. 

Mr. WELLER. General Dawson was also 
a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and the record will show that the report came 
from that committee. If there was any objec- 
tion at the last session of Congress on the part of 
the District Committee to the passage of that law, 
I am not aware of their having manifested it. If 
my friend from Mississippi and other gentlemen 
on that committee were so violently opposed to 
authorizing the Secretary of War to select public 
ground for a site, why did not he or they inter- 
pose objection then? 

Mr. BROWN. I have already stated that | 
did oppose it then. I opposed it in committee. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senate have decided 
the question, The Senator objected to it at the 
last session of Congress, but the Senate paid no 
respect to his objection, and passed the bill. 
Now, he comes in at the present session of Con- 
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| gress and brings ina bill to repeal that law whith 
| fad been reported by the Military Committee. 
| I think it is no more than juStice to the Military 
Committee that the Senate should listen to the 


reading of the report which accompanied the 
| 


bill of last year—the report on which the Senate 
voted that it should become a law. I shall send 
it to the Secretary’s desk, and ask that it be 
read; but before it is read I have another remark 
to make. I do not know that I have any objec- 
tion to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
taking jurisdiction ef business of this sort, which 
the judgment of the Senate has usually referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs; but I do 
object to the authority of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to serve notice on contractors. 
I deny any such power. 

Mr. BROWN. We have 
notice, 

Mr. WELLER. I understood the Senator to 


say, in answer to some remarks of the Senator 


served no such 


from South Carolina, that the Committee on the | 


District of Columbia had already given notice to 
the contractors that they must not go on with the 
prosecution of the work. 

Mr. BROWN. I did not say so. 

Mr. WELLER. What was the statement? 

Mr. BROWN. [stated that the Committee 
on the District of Celumbia had passed a resolu- 
tion requesting that'the work might be suspended, 


order, but making a proper request. 


Mr. WELLER. It may be very common, but | 


it has never come under my observation before, 
that a single committee of the Senate, without 
the authority of the Senate, has attempted to in- 
terpose between the Government and contractors. 

Mr. BROWN. On the very same day the 


Senate passed the joint resolution, and that was | 


an order of the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. But the Senate immediately 
reconsidered its action, and, of course, it stood 
where it was at the beginning. On the very day 
| of the passage of the joint resolution, a motion 
to reconsider was entered. 

Mr. BROWN. Any one Senator can move a 
reconsideration; but it took the whole Senate to 
pass the joint resolution. 

Mr WELLER. The motion to reconsider 
was made at the proper time. Now, sir, we have 
authorized the Secretary of War to make a con- 
tract, and he has made it; but it seems that the 
Committee on the District of Columbia of the 


Senate have taken upon themselves to request the | 


contractors to suspend this Work—in other words 
to interfere between the Government and the 
contractors. 

If the work be suspended by the exercise of 
power, either here or on the part of the committee, 
| these contractors will be entitled to demand dam- 
ages; but what I wish to impress upon the Senate 
is this: At the last session we saw proper to pass 
thislaw. Ifit were now an original question, with 
the light before me, 1 should feel very much in- 
| disposed to locate any of these works on the 
public reservations and particularly on the Mall. 
But the Mall has already been cut up by streets 
and oy the canal. Its original beauty has been 
entirely destroyed. A portion of it is now 
occupied by wood-yards and coal-yards. There 
are temporary buildings erected on a portion of 
it. There is nothing about it to attract the atten- 
tion of the oe except the unsightly objects 
which have been placed there. 

In my judgment, the proper position on which 
to have focated this armory would have been 
somewhere on Capitol Hill, and I think we should 
have purchased property for that purpose; but 
if any of the public reservations are to be used 
| for this purpose, I hold that the Secretary of 
War has made the proper selection. I never can 
consent to locate it at the point where the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi desires it to be placed. 
That, certainly, is the last place where I would 

think of placing an eT the vicinity of 
| your courts of justice. Why, sir, the theory of 
our Government is to keep the civil and military 
as separate and distinct from each other as possi- 
ble, and I should carry that so far as to keep the 
| buildings devoted to courts of justice away from 
those devoted to military purposes. I ask that 
the report presented at the last session may be 
now read. 











inasmuch as the subject was under discussion— | 
a thing very common, I suppose—not giving an | 
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The Secretary read it, as follows: 


_ “ The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom the sub 
ject has been referred, report: ; 
* That a joint resolution of the Boards of Aldermen 
lirected 
ts Of the 
y to providg 
8 and militiy 


the committee appointed to represent the interes 
corporation before Congress to apply to this bod 
an armory or suitable building for the volunteer 


| of this District; thata memorial of the major genera} con 
| manding the militia of the District, of the brigadie : 


a " r genera) 
and of the field and company officers of the Volunteers 


of the District, represents that the arms belonging to the 
Government, and issued to the troops in the District me 
distributed about in private armories unsuitable for’), 
purpose, at an onerous expense, and liable at alj times 
to destruction by fire, and pray that a suitable building ip 
central position on the public ground, may be constructed 
by the Government; that the subject has been referreg to 
the Secretary of War tor the views of that Department, as 
to the utility and expediency of the measure, and by that 
Depariment referred to the Ordnance Bureau, the report 
from which shows that the regulations require the troops 
at their own expense, to provide store-houses for the safe. 


| keeping and preservation of the arms and accouterments 


issued to thei, and that ‘it is difficult, if not impossibje 
for the companies to obtain the use of as good and gag. 
store-houses as ought to be provided for the sate-keeping ang 
preservation of the arms and equipments, witliout erecting 
a building expressly for the purpose.’ The officer then jp 
charge of the Ordnance Bureau, after stating other reasons 
remarks that ‘as both the arms and the troops of the Djs. 
trict are under the immediate control and command of the 
General Government, it would seem proper that it shoulq 
provide alt proper tacijities for keeping them in an efliciey; 
state;’ and he submitted an estimate showing that the cog 
of a suitable building, including every charge, would ly 
That the Secretary of War states that the views 
of this officer of the Ordnance Bureau, ‘as to the utility 
and expediency of the measure, meet his concurrence, 


| and that, should it be adopted, ‘it will not only have am. 





ple storage for all the arms, artillery and infantry, tliat wil] 
be issued to the volunteers of this District, but also afford 
room for the arranging and exhibition of all our nationa 
trophies, comprising cannon, small arms, flags, &e., which 
are now distributed among the arsenals for the want ofa 
proper place of deposit for them in this city, where, in ny 
opinion, they should be kept.’ ” : 

** After due consideration of the subject, the committee 
are of opinion that a well-regulated volunteer and militia 


| force should be provided for at the seat of the General Goy 


ernment, and that this can only be done by Congress ; that 
this is a growing city, and rapidly increasing in population ; 


| that the peace and quiet of all large cities are liable, x 


times, to serious interruptions by violence of illegal combi- 
nations ; and that, in the absence of regular troops here, 
such volunteer force of the citizens becomes indispensab!y 
necessary to sustain the civil arm or regular police in pre- 
serving the good order and peace of society. The impor- 
ance of this measure is apparent when it is considered that 
the treasure, the archives, and a very large amount of pub- 
lic property are concentrated here ; that the personnel of the 
executive and supreme judicial, as well as of the legisla 
tive departments of the Government, are resident here, 
some during the whole time, and others during a considera- 
bie portion of the year; that the deliberations of Congress 
are here in the Capitol, and might, without the presence of 
such a well-regulated force of citizen soldiers, be liable to 
interruption from irregularities of noisy and boisterous peo- 
ple uncontrollable by the regular civil police ; that, in tact, 
this volunteer organization may be considered an indispens 
able part of the necessary police of the seat of Government, 
and its being under the immediate control and command 
of the constituted authorities of the Government, renders il 
incumbent upon the Government to provide the proper fa 
cilities and requisites for preserving the arms and accouter. 
ments, easily and quickly accessible, at the same time that 
they are always under the immediate control of the Gov- 
ernment, to be used under such regulations as may be made 
by the President of the United States. 

“Congress having the power of exclusive legislation in 
all cases whatsoever over this District, without any con- 
current or conflicting jurisdiction of State governments, it 
becomes the duty of Congress so to legislate as to render 
the militia here not only well regulated, appointed, and 
efficient, but a model for imitation and emulation in every 
city in the United States. 

“The committee, therefore concurring in the opinions 
and views of the Secretary of War upon this subjecr, report 
‘a bill to provide for the erection of a suitable building for 
the care and preservation of the arms and accouterments 
of the volunteers and militia of the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes,’ and recommend its early passage.” 


Mr. WELLER. The Senator from Mississippi 
is unwilling to have the Mall used for this pur- 
i by constructing an armory there, because 

e desires to preserve it as a breathing-place for 
the people of the District. But how does he pro- 
pose’ to treat citizens of other parts of the city 
of Washington? He proposes to place ‘his 
armory in Judiciary square, in a locality crowded 
with buildings. That square is surrounded on 
all sides with stately edifices; and the or place 
where the people can get a particle of fresh air 
that part of the city is Judidiary square. That 
is the point to which he now proposes to remove 
the armory, assigning, as a reason, that it ought 
not to be on the Mall, for that would disturb the 
people in the enjoyment of fresh air. 

As I said before, if this were an original ques- 
tion—if it were now presented for the first me, 
I should probably be unwilling to erect any pub- 
lic edifice on the Government reservations in this 
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city. | think that it isa great mistake that we || within the competence of the Government to 


have not carried out the original design in making 
these reservations. If that eare and attention had 
been paid to them which ought to have been be- 


|| appropriate them to any 
t| pleased or not. 


stowed upon them, they would have.constituted | 


the chief beauty of this city; but as itis, you || 


have already run streets through the Mall, you | 
have suffered housesto be erected, you have sold 


lots which originally constituted part of the two 
hundred acres reserved. I cannot see how this 
evil will be extended further by erecting an arm- 


ory at that place. If it be used, as it undoubtedly | 
will be, for the purpose of drilling and exercising | 


troops, I cannot see that that would constitute 
= objection to it. 
2 


ut, sir, there are insuperable objections to the || granted Congress must have some power, or it 
of your || 


esire that | 


location of the waa in the vicinit 
courts of justice. As said before, I 
the courts shall sit there undisturbed by your 


military. I desire that the music of the drumand | 
fife shall never be allowed to disturb the courts of | 


justice. 


I have no personal feeling in regard to this | 
uestion; but It seems to me that it should have 


been submitted to the Committee on Military Af- 


session. Upon their recommendation that bill 
became a law. 
law, the question ought to have been submitted to 
the same committee. 


If it had been referred to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs we should have | 


examined the question, as the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia have undoubtedly examined | 
it; and if we had been satisfied that this was an || 
improper selection, we should have retraced the 
It seems to me singular, | 
after having invested the President at the last || 
session with power to make the selection, and | 


steps that were taken. 


after the selection has been made and a contract 
has been entered into, that you should now pro- 


pose to take that discretion from the President, || 
and remove the building to Judiciary square. I || 
am sure the Senate will never consent to its loca- | 


tion there. I am disposed, by way of compro- 


mise,as lam a compromising man, to go with | 
my friend from Mississippi to locate it in some | 


sther place than on the Mall, but I can never con- 
sent to this location on Judiciary square. 

Mr. BROWN. I have a word to say in refer- 
ence tothe point of jurisdiction. My friend from 
California seems to be very certain that this ques- 


tion ought to have been submitted to the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs. Why? The original 
proposition to build an armory might probab! 

have gone there; butthat is not the question which 
we are now discussing. We are now discussing a 


question which relates exclusively to the public || 
grounds in the a of Washington; and I wish to | 
i 


know what jurisdiction the Military Committee 
have over the affairs of this District. Itseems to 
me, that the character of the question has altogether 
changed since the last session of Congress. Then, 
when it was asimple question, whether you would 
build an armory or not, the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs was the proper one to settle that 
matter; but when you come to settle the question 
where you will put the building, I think any other 


committee has as much jurisdiction over it as the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Ido not intend to inflict 


a speech on the Senate; I merely wish to say, | 


that I concur fully with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi in relation to removing this building from 
the Mall. I do not think it ought to be there at 
all; but I am equally opposed to putting it on 
Judiciary square; and for that elooest shall 
vote for the reconsideration, oat then ask that 
the resolution be divided, so that we can take a 
vote on each branch separately. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It would, be better to adopt 
the amendment of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. BROWN. As it seems to be the sense of 
the Senate to reconsider the vote, I withdraw all 
objection to the reconsideration so as to waive 
one embarrassment. 
_ Mr.CASS. I have listened to the debate, and 
itseems to me that it has excited a great deal 
more interest than the subject is worth. Ido not 
understand why so much feeling should be excited 
about it. The question which is raised with 
respect to the power of disposition of the public 
reservations, I do not understand; I do not pre- 
tend to give an opinion about it. I do not know 
whether in the original act of reservation it was 





urpose which they 
Ido not know whether there 
were specific purposes designated, beyond which 
Congress ool not go. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. On that point I will state 
that on the map some of the reservations were 
marked as public squares or parks, and others 
merely as *‘reserved,’’ to be used as Congress 
should appropriate. Congress have gone on and 
sold property, evidently intended for parks, and 
this building is being put on ground intended as 
squares. 

Mr. CASS. I observe that they are all marked 


| on the map as * reservations;”’ but I take it for 


| there is much danger of that. 
} | abundance of reservations here. 
fairs. They reported the original bill at the last || 


| of the Mall. 
|| tion. 





never would have gone on for fifty years passing 
a series of acts disposing of the public grounds 
here without some authority. [ take it for granted 
that the question must have arisen and been de- 
cided long before now. I therefore put that point 
out of view. Now, sir, I do not wish to have the 
public grounds intrenched upon; nor do [ think 
I think there is an 
I have looked 
at the map this morning, for I knew something 


| about the subject before; and I perceive that this 
If it be now proper to repeal that | 


building is proposed to be put on a small corner 
It seems to me to be a proper loca- 
After hearing all that has been said on the 
subject, it seems to me to be a very proper place 
for it. I will add, that I think the Mall or any 
other public ground is a very proper place for the 
militia of the District to exercise upon. Ido not 


| think it will be injured by the exercises of the 


militia. I repeat there is an abundance of ground 
here, and I think there will be enough to the 


| tenth and to the hundredth generation for any 


purpose required ; therefore, though I am certainly 
indisposed to trench on the public grounds, | can- 
not object to placing this building on the Mall. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question was stated to be on the passage of 


| the joint resolution. 


Mr. STUART. 
amendment which I indicated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) 


imous consent. 


I now propose to offer the | 


The Chair will suggest that it is | 
| necessary to take one more step back, or the 
| amendment cannot be received now without unan- 


Mr. STUART. Then I move -to reconsider | 


the vote by which the resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed. That will enable me to move an 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to inquire whether it is 
in order at this stage to move to amend the joint 
resolution by a motion to repeal the original law? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No amend- 


ment is in order until the vote ordering the res- 


| olution to athird reading shall be reconsidered. 


It will then be open toamendment. The question 


the resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Is it not in order, before that | 


| motion is put, to move to recommit the bill with 
| instructions? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
with instructions to report a bill repealing the act 
making the appropriation for the construction of 
the armory, and providing for paying all damages 


| which have arisen. 


Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. WELLER. I hope that question will not 
be taken without some reflection. Certainly it is 


necessary that we should have an armory here. 
Mr. BROWN. What for? 


Mr. WELLER. For the purpose of deposit- 


ing the public arms and those thatare in the hands 
of the militia. We are the exclusive legislators 
for this District. All the State governments have 
made some provision for disposing of the arms 
given to the respective States, and which are in 
the hands of their militia. As we are the exclu- 
sive legislators for this District, we are, in my 
judgment, under ‘some obligation to make pro- 
vision for their arms. 

If the Senate decide that it is not necessary to 
procure any’place whatever in which to deposit 
these arms and the different trophies now scat- 
tered about through the different 


OBE. 


shall abide by the judgment of the Senate; but, 
sir, the fact is, that many of the trophies scat- 
tered about through the different Departments of 
the Government are interesting because of their 
historical associations. They will, perhaps, be 
more so in after years to those who shall succeed 
us on the stage ofaction. If we have a building 
of this sort, they will be taken care of, and will 
constitute the pride of those who take care of 
them. Atall events, I hope the Senate will not 
dispose of the question without proper reflection. 

Mr. HAMLIN. We have now a navy-yard 
and a United States arsenal in this city, in which 
all the trophies and arms to which the Senator 
has alluded can be placed and be properly taken 
care of, without constructing any special building 
for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Maine to 
recommit the resolution with instructions. 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays} 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. YULEE. I think it will be advisable, 
before the Senate give peremptory instructions to 
the effect proposed by this motion, that the whole 
subject should be referred to a committee, with 
the view of ascertaining what will be the damages. 
If the opinion of the Senator from Connecticut 
be correct, that, by a forfeiture of this contract, 
we shall become obliged to pay the whole $30,000 
we have agreed to pay to these contractors, I 


| should be opposed to disturbing the contract; or, 


| if the damages be large, I should be opposed to 


it. Atany rate, I should like to know what the 
damages will be. 

I propose that the joint resolution, together 
with the proposition of the Senator from Maine, 


| be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


from which the appropriation was originally rec- 
ommended. With entire deference to my friend 
who represents the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, I think that, as the matter has now 
taken the direction of an entire repeal of the ap- 
propriation, it ought to go to the Military Com- 
mittee, from which the appropriation was origin- 
ally proposed to the Senate. I therefore move 
the committal of the whole subject-matter to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, that we may hear 
what they have to say, and ascertain what will 
be the amount of damage, and what will be the con- 
sequence of the removal of the site, and whether 


| a proper site can be obtained elsewhere for the 


| ator from Michigan has in his hand. 


sum proposed by the amendment which the Sen- 


I should 
like to have light before we give peremptory 


instructions. 


Mr. BROWN. That I take to be an attempt 
to take a case out of the hands of the Committee 


| on the District of Columbia, as a rebuke to that 


is on the motion to reconsider the votes by which || 


committee for not having acted according to the 
views of particular gentlemen. 
Mr. YULEE. Not at all; it is a mere question 


| of construction. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and 
nays having been ordered on the pending motion, 


| it is not open to modification. 


Mr. WELLER. The question whether there 
shall be an armory in this District, is a military 
question, and belongs exclusively to the Com- 


|| mitteeon Military Affairs. The question whether 


} 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


| 


public grounds in this city shall be used for spe- 
cific purposes, is a question which appropriately 
belongs tothe Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 5 think the determination of the Senate, as 
evinced to-day, is not to allow public grounds in 
this city to be used for this purpose. 

The only remaining question then, is, whether 
there shall be an armory in this District at all. 


| My friend from rma | will allow me to say 


that that is a question with which his committee 
have nothing in the world todo. It isa military 
question, and the Committee on Military Affaire 


|| have as much power to decide, and are as com- 


petent judges of whether an armory shall be es- 


| tablished in this city, as in any other part of the 


Union, 
Mr. BROWN. They have decided it in their 


|| report, and it has been read. Let us decide it 


|| upon the report, and take the vote now. 


} 
| 


OK I am 
willing to do so. 


Mr. WELLER. If the subject be referred 


|| back to the Committee on Military Affairs, we 


epartments of || will investigate the question, and if satisfied that 
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no armory is required, we shall so report to the | 


Senate. But I wish to impress on the mind of 
the Senate, that one branch of this question be- 
longs to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, while the other, the one on which you are 
now asked to pass, belongs to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on recommitting the bill with instructions, as 
proposed by the Senator from Maine, to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STUART. 
take the question first on recommitting without 
the instructions? Itstrikes methat itis. Ihave 
no objection to recommitting a bill; but I have an 
objection to repealing the law. It seems to me 
that the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Florida is a strong one, iad one that ought to 


control the action of the Senate. A recommittal 


of the bill to a committee will enable the com- | 


mittee to place the Senate in possession of the 
facts in connection with the subject, the effect of the 
repeal, as well as of other questions, and will in- 
form us how much damages we shall assume to 
pay by such anact. On that report the Senate 
ean act understandingly. I think itis not proper 
now to introduce a proposition to repeal the law 
peremptorily, as instructions to a committee. It 
seems to me that the difference is clear: in the one 
case, as I have suggested, the Senate will be act- 
ing with light and knowledge to the fullest ex- 
tent; whereas, if compelled now to vote on the 
uestion of repeal, we shall be voting in the dark. 
‘herefore, if it is competent, I desire the separa- 
tion of this question so as to vote, in the first 
place, on the proposition to recommit alone. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The impres- 
sion of the Chair is, that the yeas and nays having 
been ordered upon the proposition, as made by 
the Senator from Maine, to recommit with in- 
structions, it is not now open to modification. 

Mr. STUART. I think the parliamentary rule 
and our own, as well as the rule of the House 
of Representatives, is that a proposition to divide 
a question is in order at any time before the ques- 
tion is taken; but a proposition toamend it is not 
in order after the yeas and nays are ordered. If 
the Chair holds the question to be divisible, as 
it seems to me that it is, 1 suggest respectfully 
that it is not too late to divide it. 

Mr. HALE. When the division of a ques- 
tion is called for, the proposition which is asked 
to be divided must, it seems to me, be of sucha 
nature that if it be divided there will be a distinct 
proposition left. It must be divided into two 
distinct propositions, 

Mr. STUART. Undoubtedly; and the motion 
to recommit is separate from the question of in- 
struction. You may recommit without instruc- 
tions, 

Mr. HALE. This motion cannot be divided 
so as to make two distinct propositions of it. 
There is but one. 

{ wish to make another suggestion. If it be 
divided, there is no propriety in recommitting the 
subject generally to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, on the idea that they will un- 
dertake the discussion of the question whether a 
military armory is to be built or not, because 
that does not appropriately belong to them; but 
if it be the deliberate judgment of the Senate that 
the act ought to be repealed, we may as well send 
it to that committee as to any other. 

I think this question should appropriately have 
been committed to another committee entirely, 
and that is the Committee on Public Buildings 
andGrounds. You have a committee here whose 
special business it is to look after the public 
buildings and grounds. They have not been con- 
sulted at allabout it; but | have nota word to say 
as to that. I hope the motion will be passed and 
not divided. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Michigan that we can take the vote on 
this proposition with the instructions as moved, 
itis an entirety. Ifthat fails, the motion which 
is made by the Senator from Florida will come 
up. 
Mr. STUART. Let us have the vote. I am 
anxious for the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Maine, to 
recommit with instructions. The Chair decides 


Is it competent to divide and | 


that it is not a divisible question at this stage, 


———— VI —=—j— 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 merely Wish to 
state that, if the chairmen of the committees oy 


the yeas and nays having been ordered on the 
whole proposition. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, 
Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, Bright, Brown, Butler, Col- 
| lamer, Crittenden, Durkee, Evans, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Hale, 
| Hamlin, Iverson, Jones of lowa, Mason, Pugh, Reid, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Sumner, Toombs, Trumbull, 

Wade, and Wilson—30. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, Cass, Dodge, 
Douglas, Foot, Jones ot Tennessee, Stuart, Toucey, Wel- 
ler, Wright, and Yulee—13. 


So the joint resolution was recommitted to the 

Committee on the District of Columbia, with the 
instructions proposed by Mr. Hamuin. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. STUART. [understand that there is an 
importance for an executive session. I therefore 
move that the Senate do now proceed to the con- 

| sideration of executive business, 

Mr. WELLER. I have only a remark to 
make. The first special order, I believe, that 
comes up before the Senate to-morrow is the 
Pacific railroad bill. It has been delayed for sev- 
eral days. I should like to know whether I can 
have an opportunity of calling it up to-morrow 
at one o’clock? [ hope there will be no objection 
to that. 

Mr. STUART. We can decide that question 
to-morrow. 

Mr. RUSK. To-morrow is already appropri- 
ated. 

Mr. WELLER. I shall insist on the Pacific 
railroad bill being taken up to-morrow, at one 
o’clock. 

Mr. RUSK. 
| to-morrow. 

The motion of Mr. STUART being agreed to, 
the Senate proceeded to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business; and after some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, and the Senate 
adjourned. 


My colleague has the floor for 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, -Ipril 15, 1856. 

| The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 

| by the Chaplain of the Senate, Rev. Henry C. 

Dean. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
' order was the calling of the standing committees 


|| for reports. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


| The SPEAKER then, by unanimous consent, 





laid before the House a communication from the 
| Post Office Department, in eompliance with a res- 

olution of the Pious of Representatives, passed 
on the 7th instant, transmitting a copy of a me- 
morial of the city authorities of Dubuque, Iowa, 
in relation to the Hlinois Central valivend and 
carrying the mail by the Galena and Minnesota 
| Packet Company, dated at Dubuque, January 17, 
1856; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ALLEN’S MAIL BAGS. 


Mr. FLAGLER, by unanimous consent, re- 

orted from the Committee on the Post Office and 

ost Roads, a bill for the purchase of Allen’s 
mail bags; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and the bill and accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. — 


PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I ask the unanimous 
| consent of the House to allow me to offer one or 
| two resolutions, the object of which is to enable 
the committees on pensions to get some papers 
from the Department in reference to some private 
claims. 

No objection being made, the resolutions were 
read, considered, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions in- 
quire into the claims of George Bond and Claiborne Vaughn, 
to be placed upon the pension rolls ; and that the said com- 
mittee have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

Resolved, That the Commitiee on Revolutionary Pensions 
inquire into the claim of Rebecca Smith, widow of David 
Smith, a revolutionary soldier, and that the said committee 
have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 
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April 15, 











pensions will apply to the Commissioner of Pp». 
sions for the papers in any case before them, h, 
will send them all the papers in his office, ’ 

| Mr. COBB. ‘That is precieely the object of 
my resolution. I want to put the cases’ befor, 
| the committees, and then they will apply for the 
|| papers. 

{| fr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask th. 
| unanimous consent of the House to introduce the 
| following bill, merely forthe purpose of reference. 
| <A bill to authorize the issuing of patents to 
land in certain cases. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I am compelled to objec 
I have a duty to perform in reporting some bills 
and therefore wish to see the committees called 
for reports. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the unanimous cop. 
sent ofthe House to introduce a resolution callin 
for information, and to which I am sure no objec. 
tion will be made. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to 
communicate to this House such information as may be ip 
possession of the Department of State, respecting the tarig 
duties, restrictions, prohibitions, and custom-house regula, 
tions applicable to American tobacco in the principal coup. 
tries of Europe. 


Mr.QUITMAN. I must object, and I call for 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask the gen. 
tleman from Mississippi to yield for a few minutes, 
in order that, by unanimous consent, the Senats 
bills now upon the Speaker’s table may be taken 
up and referred. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. When we go to the 
rma upon the Speaker’s table, we can refer 
them. 


{ 
| 











REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER then proceeded to cal! the 
committees for reports. 


Mr. PRINGLE, from the Committee on Indian 





Affairs, made an adverse report upon the memo- 
rial of Robert A. Jones; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, an adverse report upon the memorial of 
Alvermus Jackson and others; which was laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 





Mr. PRINGLE. I am also directed by the 
Committee on [ndian Affairs to report back joint 
resolution authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to settle the accounts of Oliver M. Wozen- 
craft, with an amendment in the nature of a 


substitute. I ask to have this joint resolution 


put upon sa Peareee- 
Mr. PHELPS. I suggest to the gentleman 
from New York, not to endeavor to put that joint 


resolution on its parang at this time. Itisa 
ope 


private bill,and I od e will let it be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House and put upon 
the Calendar, that it may come up in the regular 
order. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I have no objection to its 
being referred to the Committee of the Whole, but 
really I think it is so well guarded that no harm 
can result from its passage. 

Mr. PHELPS. I prefer that it should be re- 
ferred, and that we may have the bill and report 
printed. , 

Mr. PRINGLE. Very well; let it be so. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I am also directed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to report the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to furnish, for the use of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of this House, a thap of the Indian country 
between the Mississippi river and the Pacific ocean, and 
the twenty-sixth parallel north latitude as far north as 

| 04° 40’, with the locality or territory of each tribe or nation; 
to be executed on a scale of about three hundred miles to 
a foot, displaying the natural features of the country, the 
roads, forts, settlements, and usual routes of travel and of 
expeditions ; the reservations established by treaty or col- 
vention with Indian tribes, and such facts in the territory of 
Mexico and the British possessions within the above limits, 
touching the geography and Indian tribés thereof, as can be 
readily obtained; the nature of the tracts, whether repre- 
sented to be timber, prairie, opening, or desert, to be delin- 
eated according to some conventional system, in order 
facilitate the examination and true understanding of our 
Indian affairs. 

I ask to have that resolution put upon its pas- 
oc. It is merely for the furnishing of a map. 

‘. 


H. MARSHALL. I ask whether that 
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